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Nationalist comment 


AT 


Those whom the gods wish to 
destroy... 


Were one of our ancestors to discover the 
secret of reincarnation and return to Britain in 
the Summer of 1986, he would surely come to 
the conclusion that he was beholding a nation 
that had gone completly stark-raving mad. 

Dominating the headlines of TV news 
bulletins evening after evening has been a 
mounting frenzy of condemnation of what is 
happening in South Africa. In chorus with 
this, we have been treated to a daily ritual 
squawking by members of parliament of 
every party political stripe, backed up by the 
familiar cavalcade of dotty clerics, headed by 
no less an eminence than the Archbishop of 
Canterbury himself, letting forth a noise that 
might be likened to that of excited hens on 
discovery of a fox on the perimeter of the 
poultry yard. Meanwhile, not to be outdone in 
this contest of hysterics, our glorious ‘free 


press’ has added its voice loudly and strid- - 


ently to the non-stop daily hymn of outrage. 
Beside all this rising crescendo of moral 
passion over events at the other end of the 
earth, concern for the problems of Britain 
itself, worse though they are now than at 
almost any stage of our history, seems 
reduced to a whimper. 

And who in South Africa are the targets of 
this barrage of opprobrium? The rampaging, 
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murdering, looting mobs running amok in the 
black townships? The car-bombers, who joy 
in blowing innocent people to bits in the 


-manner of some dusky reproduction of the 


IRA? The sadistic torturer-killers who 
‘punish’ their recalcitrant compatriots by 
fixing rubber tyres around their necks and 
then setting light to them? Oh no! The big bad 


`. wolves of the whole affair are the white South 


African authorities who decline to sit back in 
tolerant stupor in the face of this mayhem but 
actually dare to use the force of the law to stop 
it! To the talking classes of Britain, as N.A. 
Hunt has succinctly called them, no more 
shocking act could be imagined. Accustomed 
as we are, when black insurrection breaks out 
in London or Liverpool, to leave law-abiding 
folk to the mercies of the mobs while politic- 
ians and police chiefs play the game of 
‘community relations’, we simply cannot 
comprehend a nation which, when confronted 
by similar conditions, regards the restoration 
of order as its top priority and deploys its 
security forces in a manner realistically 
directed to that purpose. | 

To minds thoroughly saturated in ‘liberal’ 
doctrine, no more abhorrent spectre could 
exist on this earth than a people faced with 
national extinction actually demonstrating the 
will to resist those who would extinguish 
them — always providing that those with this 
will are European and white and that the 
threat to their survival comes from savages; 
were these circumstances reversed, those 
defending the status-quo would of course 
become the heroes of the moment and those 
challenging it the personification of villainy. 

Thus when half a century ago Selassie’s 
Ethiopia was threatened with a take-oyer by 
Italians, the conscience of mankind was 
found to be screaming for sanctions, not 


-against the established regime in that country, 


but against its would-be usurpers. 

It is a strange irony that that very state 
which these people were then so passionately 
keen to save has today become the world’s 
No. 1 cripple, with that same conscience of 
mankind proclaiming that it is our solemn 
duty to dig deep into our pockets in order to 
feed its starving millions. Side by side with 
the pictures of South African black townships 
on our TV screens every evening are heart- 
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undertake to include with the printed matter the author’s name and the name and address of 


rending filmshots of wretched human 
skeletons at the other end of the African 
Continent, either dead or dying as a result of 
living under the very type of backward, 
incompetent and corrupt government which 
everyone wants to see installed in South 
Africa as soon as possible, so that, presum- 
ably, ten or twenty years hence we will be 
seeng the likes of Bob Geldof swear and curse 
at us for our lack of generosity towards the 
hungry and disease-ridden natives of what 
was once South Africa. This is of course the 
liberal-progressive formula for saving the 
world: Work, scheme, agitate and, where 
necessary, kill to undermine efficient and 
stable government in a country — see its 
inhabitants reduced as a result to famine and 
misery — then blame all the world for that 
misery and agitate with equal vehemence for 
everyone to come and rescue the afflicted 
country from the mess that has been created! 
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MOB RULE IN SOUTH AFRICA 
Black terrorists about to murder one of 
their own people by the burning ‘necklace’ 
method. ‘Liberal opinion’ in Britain seems 
strangely mute concerning this type of 

| atrocity 


Even if we accept as representative the TV 
pictures of the black townships of South 
Africa and draw the intended conclusion that 
they are shabby, run-down places where 
living standards are much lower than in the 
smart white suburbs of Johannesburg, 
Durban and Cape Town, it does not alter the 
fact that by comparison with the rest of Africa 
generally, and countries like Ethiopia partic- 
ularly, they are palaces of luxury. The people 
for the most part get enough to eat. A large 
number of them own motor cars (more in fact 
than the rest of Black Africa put together). 
They have access to some of the world’s best 
medical services, not anywhere near paid for 
by their own contributions but heavily subsid- 
ised by the hated Whites. To any rational 
mind, those people who are loudest in their 
professed commitment to Black African 
welfare would be thankful for the living 
conditions enjoyed by their pets in South 
Africa when it is considered what those 
conditions would be if white rule in that 
country were overthrown. But of course we 
are living in an age in which rational minds do 
not hold sway but in which lunacy has taken 
over. | 

With this lunacy is of course much of the 
characteristic liberal hypocrisy and humbug. 
No-one can tell us that the brains of today’s 
opinion-leaders have been so totally disorien- 
tated that their bearers are entirely unaware of 
the consequences of the policies they are 


shouting for. Much stronger than any genuine 
feeling for the Black Man, whatever the 
measure of that, is the desire to fall into line 
and conform with the fashionable ethics of the 
times. Such moments of history as this 
provide the perfect scene for every little 
exhibitionist, self-advertiser and place-seeker 
to queue to mount the public stage to parade 
his shallow credentials in front of the crazed 
multitude behind which lurk the sinister 
arbiters of power. 
We saw them all busy in Britain during the 
past month, yapping and gesticulating to the 
cameras in a continuous procession of deca- 
dence as they mouthed their well rehearsed 
cliches and diatribes against the South 
African Government but never against the 
blood-crazed sub-humans with their bombs, 
their machetes and their burning ‘necklaces’ 
bent on anarchy and terror. Indeed this 
revolting exhibition told us much more about 
the state of our own country than it did about 
about the one against which all its idiot froth- 
ings were directed. 
One of the most revealing aspects of the 
whole business was the argument over 
sanctions. Broadly speaking, the centre and 
left of British politics were all for them, while 
the Tories, with some dissenting voices, were 
against. Why against? On the very reasonable 
and sensible, to say nothing of the natural, 
grounds that the South African Whites are our 
own kinfolk — a million or so of them being 
of British stock and the remainder belonging 
to a related European civilisation and culture 
— and that therefore it should be our most 
fundamental instinct to be on their side? Or on 
the equally reasonable and sensible grounds 
that the alternative to white government in 
South Africa would be misery and chaos? Oh 
no, perish the thought! Sanctions should not 
be applied, or alternatively they should be 
applied only in very limited form, in the first 
place because the Blacks in South Africa 
would suffer from them, and in the second 
place because they would have no effect 
whatever in inducing the changes in South 
Africa ‘‘that we all want to see”! 

Never was there a more perfect illustration 
of the truth that in contemporary British 
politics the differences between the 
contending parties are only superficial, and 
that over the basic essentials they think and 
feel as one. All are united in their wish to see 
the White Man go down in South Africa; the 
only dispute between them is over the matter 
of how that should be achieved! How rotted 
and sick the political climate has become in 
this country when that represents the dividing 
line in the big debate! 

But of course there is humbug and hypoc- 
risy here also, interlarded with a plentiful 
dose of cowardice. Some of the public figures 
giving lip service to the Tory line about 
sanctions harming the Blacks and having no 
effect on the South African Government do 
_not really believe at heart in the nonsense they 
are spouting. It is just their way of camouflag- 
ing their basically pro-South African senti- 
ments in rhetoric suitable to the climate of the 
times, in which an honest and sensible state- 
ment on matters touching upon race is the 
surest way to the termination of a political 
career. Good causes as well as bad ones have 
to be dressed in the finery of lies and cant if 
they are to attain the slightest chance of 
acceptability. 


THE 
ARCH- 
BISHOP 
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Not the least ludicrous feature of the affair 
is the introduction into it of a new argument in 
favour of a firmer anti-South African 
position, namely that if such a position is not 
adopted by Britain it will lead.to the break-up 
of the Commonwealth! 

It is truly touching to hear politicians who 
for the past two decades have been writing off 
the Commonwealth and pursuing policies 
guaranteed to result in its disintegration now 
at a late stage of their careers discover that the 
Commonwealth is worth preserving! Of 
course it is the old liberal trick of standing an 
argument on its head. As long as the 
Commonwealth represented a community of 
kindred white peoples mainly of British stock 
who could, if bound closely together, be a 
tremendous source of strength to Britain and 
to each other, that Commonwealth had to be 
opposed and every development conducive to 
its break up, such as, particularly, British 
membership of the EEC, actively encour- 
aged. But when, on the other hand, the 
evocation of ‘Commonwealth’ becomes 
convenient as a weapon with which to beat the 
white people of Britain into grovelling like 
whipped curs before the raucious demands of 
politicians in the West Indies, Asia and 
Africa, it suddenly is found to have value 
after all, and we are urged to ensure its preser- 
vation! | 

Another angle to the blatant hypocrisy of 
the anti-South African campaign is the 
phoney indignation being shown by media 
pundits at the restrictions on news reports and 
filming of the South African troubles recently 
imposed by the South African Government. 
Those very same media pundits have for years 
been more than willing parties to many news 
‘cover-ups’ concerning racial disturbances in 
Britain, as well as facts of immigrant crime in 
this country, and an edict issued by the bosses 
of the National Union of Journalists a few 
years ago impressed upon members of that 
body that they should not report the activities 
of patriotic organisations unless these 
activities were attended by some unpleasant 
feature, such as violence, which would 
enable the publicity surrounding them to 
contain an unfavourable note. Now these 
seasoned experts in the art of censorship are 
complaining about — censorship! Their gall 
is incredible. 3 

No-one with healthy instincts, and with 
two wits to rub together, could, while wit- 
nessing the current agitation by politicians 
and media against South Africa, fail to recog- 
nise the symptoms of a deadly disease of the 
national spirit in this country: a disease that 


contains in itself much of the elements of 
madness but can also be seen not to be lacking 
in method. The method is that of truly satanic 
forces that have gripped hold of the British 
people and control them as if they were 
puppets. It was those very same forces that a 
few years ago destroyed White Rhodesia. 
They now concentrate all their organised 
venom on that country’s southern neighbour. 
If they succeed in this quest, they will have 
reduced the whole African Continent to 
chaos. But they will not stop there. As energ- 
etically as they pursue their war against that 
outpost of civilisation, they are working to 
destroy Britain itself. This is why British 
people cannot afford to shrug their shoulders 
and view what is being done to South Africa 
with detachment. The struggle of the South 
African Whites for survival is our struggle 
too. And it may be said with equal emphasis 
that their enemy is our enemy. 


Untidy Britain: Premier sees 
the light! 


So it took a visit to Israel to awaken Mrs. 
Thatcher to the fact that Britain is a scruffy, 
untidy country badly in need of a clean up. 
Well well! We wonder where the Prime 
Minister has been all this time. The fact of our 
Own country’s untidiness, particularly in the 
larger cities, has been obvious to most of us 
for many years. Why this sudden conversion 
of Mrs. T to something she should have been 
well aware of a long time ago? 

And what on earth induced the good lady to 
cite Israel as a contrast in this respect? Surely 
Maggie has been about most of the cities of 
Europe, particularly those of Germany, the 
Low Countries, Scandinavia, Austria and 
Switzerland, and has seen the immeasurably 
higher standards of tidiness and cleanliness 
that prevail there by comparison with the UK. 
Why then did she not, on return home from 
one of her trips to these places, remark on the 
contrast? 

Years ago the wife of this Editor was 
touring the Middle East and happened to 
include Israel in her itinerary. She has always 
recalled it as a scruffy, dirty slum. Some 
miraculous transformation must have occur- 
red there since that time to have induced our 
Prime Minister to be struck with how clean 
and smart the country looked. , 

But perhaps Mrs. Thatcher has not really 
failed to note the vastly superior standards of 
tidiness in most European cities. Perhaps it 
just is that she simply cannot resist the oppor- 
tunity to say flattering things about the Jews, 
even if they happen not to be justified. 

The Iron Lady has now appointed a ‘clean- 
up-Britain’ supremo in tycoon whizz kid 
Richard Branson, who, it is reported, will be 
organising working parties to tackle dirt and 
litter in our public places. Ah well, better late 
than never. But this is only getting at half of 
the problem. The other half, and perhaps the 
most important half, lies in the sloppy, undis- 
ciplined attitudes of a large portion of the 
British people, who take such little pride in 
their neighbourhoods that they chuck litter 
about them as naturally as they breathe. You 
only have to stand in a main street for a few 
minutes and you will see a dozen examples of 
this before your very eyes. Until these attit- 
udes are changed, we fear that Mr. Branson is 
going to be fighting a losing battle. 
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IF | SHOULD GO TO JAIL... 


A special message from THE EDITOR 


ON THE 7th OF THIS MONTH, 
along with my colleague John 
Morse, I am due to appear at 
Southwark Crown Court on 
charges of having ‘conspired’ to 
publish written material ‘‘liable 
to stir up hatred against racial 
groups, namely coloured people, 
Asians and Jews, in Great 
Britain.”’ 

-Mr. Morse and I shall plead 
not-guilty to this charge. At the 
Same time we shall conduct a vig- 
orous and uncomprising defence 
of what we have written and 
published on the grounds that 
this material relates to matters of 
_ Vital public interest which should 
be known and freely and openly 
discussed. 3 

What our fate will be is some- 
thing impossible to predict as 
these words are written. 
However, we cannot exċlude 
from our minds the possibility 
that one or both of us may be 
given a term of imprisonment 
and thus removed from the scene 
of political activity for a while. 

I am now in the process of 
making contingency plans to 
meet such a situation. Our party, 
the British National Party, will of 
course continue to operate as 
hormal under alternative leader- 
ship, the details of this being 
found elsewhere in this issue. At 
the same time I have to inform 
readers of Spearhead that it would, 
in the case of my imprisonment, 
not be possible to continue 
publishing the magazine, as no 
person would be available who 
could perform all the duties 
therein involved, which include 


not only editorial duties but also 


numerous other duties on the 
production side. The keeping of 
Spearhead going is a semi-full-time 
occupation. Quite apart from the 
question of the capability and 
training needed for such a task, 
there is also the question of the 
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time that needs to be given to it. 


No editor needing to keep going a 
normal outside job, and therefore 
having to confine his work on the 
magazine to evenings and week- 
ends, could succeed in bringing it 
out regularly, whatever his capa- 
bilities. 4 

It would therefore be necessary 


JOHN MORSE 
Coedefendant 


` words, 


to suspend publication of the 
magazine if I should go to jail and 
for as long as Í remain in jail. 

In this event all subscribers 
who stand in credit to receive 
forthcoming issues will of course 


receive those issues just as soon as 
‘its is possible for us to resume 


publication. Everyone, in other 
will duly receive the 
copies they have paid for — 
though later than would be 
desired. Those sending money to 
the magazine, whether owing for 
copies received on credit or as 
donations, will be able to 
continue doing so, as arrange- 
ments are being made for the 
continued operation of the 
magazine’s banking and other 
financial affairs. 

In the event of my imprison- 
ment, and to save unnecessary 
wastage of money, no special 
notice of that fact will be sent to 
subscribers. Most readers in the 
United Kingdom will probably 
hear of my fate in the newspapers 
or by some other means. Any who 
do not, together with our 
overseas readers, who are less 
likely to hear the result of our 
trial by means of their local news 
sources, may assume that if they 
do not receive their copies of the 
August issue at the normally 
scheduled time this will be the 
reason. Please do not therefore 
bombard our office with enquir- 
ies as to why copies have not 
arrived. This notice should 
suffice to tell you! 

Whatever the result of our 
coming trial, Mr. Morse and I 
are both determined that we shall 
not be stopped from continuing 
our fight against the forces of 
treason in our country. And I am 
determined that this magazine, 
which has remained in the fight 
for more than two decades, will 
not be silenced. 

JOHN TYNDALL 


GUTTER JOURNALISM RULES 


O.K. 


RICHARD MOLESWORTH puts the Press Council to the 
test and finds it wanting 


ONE OF THE BIG MYTHS surrounding the 
gutter press of ‘democracy’ is that watching over 
that press there is an independent and impartial 
body instituted to ensure the maintenance of ‘fair 
journalism’, namely the Press Council. The 
Press Council, according to its defenders, acts as 
a referee to protect persons and groups from the 
- baser manifestations of press reporting and adjud- 
icates against newspapers when these are found to 
occur. | 

Nationalists have in fact tried several times to 
get the Press Council to use its powers in this 
regard against newspapers found to have engaged 
in grossly unethical reporting against Nationalist 
organisations, individuals and activities, but 
without success, finding that the PC, in the final 
analysis, is merely another wing of the press 


POLICE TOLD OF VIOLENCE THREAT 


IN 


By Chris Hewett | 
A CALL to ban a Right-wing 


THE GUTTER PRESS AT ITS WORST 
Above: Headline from the Bristol Evening Post 


establishment. Typical is the case brought against 


British National Party meeting 
certain papers in the West of England by the 


—- which could lead to racial 


Secretary of the Cheltenham & Gloucester — with the word ‘Nazi’ conveniently placed in violence in Bristol was made 
Branch of the British National Party, Richard quotation marks. Below right: Venom from the today. 
Molesworth, following some grossly distorted Western Daily Press 


headlines and reporting. on a planned BNP rally: 
in 1985. We here publish a summary of Mr. 


Molesworth’s correspondence with the Council. 


The Secretary 
The Press Council 
| Salisbury Square 
London E.C.4 


Dear Sir, 


With reference to articles relating to a 
proposed meeting of the British National 
Party, planned for August 31st in Bristol, we 
wish to ledge a complaint in the strongest 
possible terms about articles appearing in:- 
(1) The Bristol Journal (11th July 1985). Front 
page report by Karen Ellison. 

(2) Western Daily Press (July 16th 1985). 
Commentary under heading ‘Searchlight’. 
(3) Bristol Evening Post (July 15th 1985). 
Front page article by Chris Hewett. 


OFFENDING MATERIAL 
The Bristol Journal 


(a) Use of the term ‘Nazi’ in large type in 
headline in reference to the BNP. 

(b) Reference in the first paragraph to the 
BNP as a ‘‘neo-nazi splinter group of the 
National Front’’. 

(c) Quotation from statement by Miss M. 
Ahmed: ‘*...because these people, who 
believe in violence...’’ in reference to the 
BNP. 

(d) Reference in top paragraph of column 3 of 
article to description by Searchlight magazine 
of the BNP as “‘the nazi group’’. 


(e) Statement that ‘‘The British National 
Party...make no secret of their admiration 
of Adolf Hitler’’. | 

(f) Reference in the two closing paragraphs 
saying: ‘“Witnesses claim the BNP was 
present at Liverpool-Juventus game handing 
out inflammatory leaflets’’. 

(g) Statements that ‘‘violence erupted at the 
partys previous rallies at Welling... Leicester 
and Bradford’’. 


Western Daily Press _ 


(a) Statement under heading ‘Searchling’, 
evidently that of the Editor, that ‘‘Somerset 
must not allow these dangerous purveyors 
of hatred to gain even the tiniest footholds.”’ 


Bristol Evening Post | 

(a) Front-page headline in very bold type: 
‘“‘Ban ‘Nazi’ rally call’’. 

(b) Statement in the article that Mr. Stephen- 
son, President of the Bristol West Indian 
Parents’ Association, described the ‘National 
Party’ (evidently meaning the British 
National Party) as a neo-nazi organisation 
and that he says: ‘‘Failure (to ban the 
meeting) will in our opinion wilfully expose 
citizens of all races to potential violence, 
racial abuse and intimidation.”’ 


COMPLAINTS 
Bristol Journal and Bristol Evening Post 


The repeated use of the terms ‘nazi’ and 
‘neo-nazi’ is grossly misleading. These terms 
in no way describe our party’s policies and 


Contd. overleaf 


12 — WESTERN DAILY PRESS, TUESDAY, . 


Ready for 
the men 
of hate 


A RACIST group is said to be lanning | 


a recruitment: drive in Somerset 
schools. 

It intends to picket children as 
young as 1] rth school gates and 
distribute leaflets and other publicity 
material designed to warp young and 
impressionable minds. 

ehind it all is the British National 
Party which has carried out similar 
campaigns in Devon and Cornwall. 

It intends to send representatives to 
every school in the county. 

And every school must be ready for 
them. 

Somerset must not allow these 
dangerous purveyors of hatred to gain 
even the tiniest of footholds. 

The message to the British National 
Party must be loud and clear: You are 
not wanted here. 
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GUTTER JOURNALISM 
RULES O.K. 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


their impact is therefore purely emotive. 

Far from the BNP making a practice of 
stirring up hatred, the use of these terms in 
this context renders these newspapers, as well 
as our party’s opponents whose statements 
they quote, guilty of the very things they 
accuse us of doing — stirring up hatred (racial 
or otherwise) and inciting violence. 

We would emphasise that a newspaper is 
not obliged to quote statements which are 
likely to have this effect. We are quite sure 
that no editor would feel obliged to quote 
statements which were likely to stir up hatred 
against Blacks, merely because those state- 
ments had been made by someone. On the 
other hand, these statements do seem to be 
intended to stir up hatred against a particular 
party and its supporters. 

We take particular exception to the state- 
‘ment in The Bristol Journal that the British 
National Party ‘‘make no secret of their 
admiration of Adolf Hitler’’. The statement 
does not mention which aspects of Hitler’s 
policy are admired. Hitler is said to have 
provided employment for six million unemp- 
loyed Germans. This is surely something to 
be admired, especially in the light of Britain’s 
current unemployment figures! On the other 
hand, our party does not admire acts of brutal- 
ity which are, correctly or incorrectly, attrib- 
uted to Hitler’s regime, any more than we 
admire atrocities when attributed to Stalin’s 
Russia. | 

Thus the same objections apply to this 
statement as apply to the use of ‘nazi’ or ‘neo- 
naxi’; their main function, and I would 
suggest intention, is to stir up hatred against 
the BNP and its supporters. 

- With regard to complaint (c) against The 
Bristol Journal, our contention here is that the 
statement complained of is grossly defam- 
atory and false. It is principally the enemies of 

- the BNP who believe and deal in violence and 
intimidation. 

With regard to complaint (f) against the 
same paper, I might draw your attention to the 
findings from the official enquiry into the 
Brussels football disaster, which said that the 
National Front and British National Party 
were not in any way to blame. Why no 

‘mention of this? 

In the passage from The Bristol Journal 
referred to under complaint (g) the impression 
is given by the Editor (I would suggest inten- 
tionally) that our party was guilty of the 
violence at Welling, Leicester and Bradford 
referred to. In fact on each of these occasions 
the violence was started by our opponents. If 
you doubt this, you may ask the police in 
those areas for confirmation. 


Western Daily Press 

The statement made here by the Editor that 
the BNP are ‘‘dangerous purveyors of 
hatred’’ is grossly defamatory and false, as I 
- have indicated elsewhere. 


_ Page six 


Bristol Evening Post 


Again I must describe as grossly defam- 
atory and false the statement attributed 
(without contradiction) to Mr. Stephenson 
implying that the BNP indulges in incitement 
to ‘‘violence, racial abuse and intimidation’. 


SUMMARY 


ARTO sum up, we claim that the treatment of 
the topic being dealt with by these three news- 


papers represents journalism of the most 
despicable and reprehensible kind, and we 
request that the respective editors be duly rep- 


‘rimanded and required to publish adequately 


prominent apologies and retractions as and 
wherever applicable. 


Yours faithfully 
R.D. MOLESWORTH 


To this the Press Council made the follow- 
ing reply:- 
Dear Mr. Molesworth, 


Thank you for your letter of the 14th 
August 1985 regarding the Bristol Journal, 
Western Daily Press and Bristol Evening Post, 
These three complaints will be dealt with 
separately under the reference numbers 
W 12508, W12509, W12510 respectively. 

I enclose the Council’s leaflet ‘Guidance 
on Procedure for Complaints’ which sets out 
what the Press Council does and how to use its 
services in making a complaint. 

Before the investigation into these comp- 
laints may proceed I would be grateful if you 
would forward copies of the,three articles 
concerned. 


NEVILLE WOODHAM 
pp. Miss Alexe Finlay 
Assistant Secretary, PC 


The copies requested were duly for- 
warded. In response this was the Press 
Council’s reply:- 


Dear Mr. Molesworth, 


` Thank you for your further letter of 18th 
August with enclosures regarding the Bristol 
Evening Post. 

Following the Council’s procedure, I have 
forwarded the correspondence you sent the 
Council to the editor who may take this 
opportunity to get in touch with you direct. 

If the editor does not contact you within a 
reasonable time — say seven days — or if you 
are dissatisfied with his response and believe 
the matter warrants an investigation by the 
Council, you should write to the Director 
immediately, enclosing copies of all the 
letters you have written to or received from 
the newspaper and of any additional material 
you think may be helpful. 

Your complaint will then be investigated 
with a view to submitting it to the Complaints 
Committee of the Council for consideration. 

Yours sincerely 
ALEXE FINLAY (Miss) 
Assistant Secretary 


Duplicate copies of the above letter were 
also sent to Mr. Molesworth concerning his 
complaints against the other two papers. 


we stand by them. 


Mr. Molesworth then received a letter 
on behalf of the Western Daily Press, which 
went as follows:- 


Dear Mr. Molesworth, 


The Press Council has sent me your 
letter complaining about the Western Daily 
Press Searchlight column, in which you 
appear to object to the British National Party 
being called dangerous purveyors of hatred. 

May I quote the BNP’s Mr. Len Walker: 
‘*We stand for total repatriation of Blacks, 
whether they are of the first of fourth gener- 
ation. It is wrong for black children to be in 
white schools.”’ 

It is. this newspaper’s belief that those 
remarks are offensive, racist and likely to 
bring about hatred in the minds of the young 
to whom they are addressed. These views 
were published in our opinion column, and 


Yours sincerely 


IAN BEALES 
Editor’ 


“The following is an abridgement of Mr. 
Molesworth’s comments on the above 
letter, sent to the Press Council:- 


A letter on behalf of the Western Daily 
Press defends thąt paper’s description of the 
British National Party as ‘‘dangerous purvey- 
ors of hatred’’ by quoting a statement made 


= by the BNP’s Mr. Len Walker (see copy of 


Editor’s letter). 

I cannot possibly see how advocacy of a 
policy of repatriation of Blacks can be 
construed as ‘hatred’, and in this respect may 
I draw your attention to copies of two public- 
ations supporting the BNP, namely British 
Nationalist and Spearhead (enclosed) in which 
it is regularly stated that, although these 
publications and the party oppose multi- 
racialism and support repatriation of non- 
Whites, it opposes race hatred, and I quote: 
‘*All those who oppose multi-racialism 


‘should attack the politicians who promote it, 


not the immigrants, who are merely its vic- 
tims.” 

The second statement attributed to Mr. 
Walker reads: ‘‘It is wrong for black children 
to be in white schools.’’. It is to me incredible 
that this statement should be selected as the 
best available evidence for the allegation that 
those who hold such a view are ‘‘purveyors of 
hatred.”’ 

On the contrary, it is quite evident that 


‘racial hatred is indeed engendered when 


Blacks and Whites are put, willy nilly, in the 
same schools together. 

There follows a detailed exposition by Mr. 
Molesworth of evidence in support of the 
last-named statement. 

At about the same time Mr. Molesworth 
also received a reply from the Bristol 
Journal, which read:- 


Dear Sir, 
The-Press Council have sent us details of 
your complaint concerning the article we ran 
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on the front page of our publication on July 

11th 1985. 

_ Should you decide to pursue the matter, I 
am content to let the Council determine 
whether or not these complaints are justified. 
However, I do regret that in making your 
complaint, you chose to ignore the lengthy 
rights of reply we accorded Mr. Andrews and 
Mrs. Bennett (copies enclosed), and 
subsequent correspondence. 

Hardly, I submit, the actions of a news- 
paper guilty of what you term ‘‘journalism of 
the most despicable and reprehensible kind.’’ 


Yours faithfully 
DEREK GALLOP 
Editor 


_Commenting to the Press Council on this 
letter, Mr. Molesworth said:- 


Certainly we would agree that the rights of 
reply (per se) Granted to A. Andrews and T. 
Bennett do not represent reprehensible journ- 
alism. This in no way mitigates our remarks 
about the original article. That, by itself, 
represented incitement. 

Furthermore, one wonders what proportion 
of those who read Bristol Journal’s article, let 
alone the large front-page headlines, which 
could have been seen six yards away, also 
read the two referred-to letters inside. 

Moreover, the possibility (though not cert- 
ainty) that an edtor will publish a letter of 
complaint clearly does not justify the printing 
of the original offensive material, which 
could conceivably result in acts of violence or 
other detrimental effects; even before any 
such ‘right of reply’ was taken up. | 


Another reason why such a right of reply 
cannot always compensate is that officers of 
the organisation about which offensive 
material has been printed may not necessarily 
have seen that offensive material in print, and 
therefore be prompted to write a letter of reply 
to the Editor. This would particularly apply 
when the newspaper, as in this case, is read 
mainly in Bristol, while the nearest party unit 
is based in Cheltenham. 

A further source of propagation of offens- 
ive printed material is via outside handwritten 
placards displayed by newsagents or street 
vendors. Headlines may be repeated in this 


form, legible from a considerable distance, | 


while there is not the slightest chance of 
letters of complaint, or editors’ apologies, 
being displayed in like manner. 


Mr. Molesworth sent these comments on 
the letters from the Western Daily Press and 
Bristol Journal with accompanying letters to 
the Press Council. In these letters he sated 
that no reply had been received from the 
Bristol Evening Post. There then followed an 
exchange of correspondence between Mr. 
Molesworth and the Press Council in 
which the latter attempted greatly to water 
down the strength of Mr. Molesworth’s 
complaints against the three papers by 
shortening them and modifying them. Mr. 
Molesworth objected to this watering 
down in the first place but finally accepted 
a wording of the complaints by the Council 
when left with no alternative. These 
watered down complaints were then placed 
before the Council’s Complaints Comm- 


ittee, which sat and considered them. In 


the outcome Mr. Molesworth was finally 
sent the following letter:- 


Dear Mr. Molesworth, 


The Complaints Committee of the Press 
Council, sitting under the chairmanship of Sir 
Selman Cowen, chairman of the Council, has 
carefully considered your complaint against 


the Evening Post of Bristol. 


After taking full account of your comments 
the committee decided that you had failed to 
establish a case warranting adjudication by 
the Council. I have to tell you, therefore, tha 
your complaint has been disallowed. Si 


Yours sincerely 
KENNETH MORGAN 
Director 


Identical letters were also sent to Mr. 
Molesworth in respect of his complaints 
against the Western Daily Press and Bristol 
Journal. 


Thus ended the BNP Cheltenham & Glouc- 

ester Secretary's attempt to obtain from the Press 
Council a fair and responsible adjudication 
against the gutter journalism of the three papers in 
question. Perhaps the identity of the Chairman of 
the Press Council, setting itself up as it does as 
‘monitor over the ethics of the British Press, will 
provide a clue as to why there was never any 
chance of the BNP obtaining proper redress 
against the lying hate propaganda of the papers 
and their editors. 

This little story should provide something of a 
further education for our readers on the real 
workings of the ‘free press’ in this country. 


RUDOLF HESS: 
PRISONER OF VENGEANCE 


The story of a man who made more sacrifices for world 
peace in our century than the rest of mankind put together, 
as told by COLIN JORDAN 


THE PLANE sought refuge from its pur- 
suers in the evening haze — for it was 
German, they were British, the date was 
May 10th 1941 and the war was 1’ years 
old. Escaping the 2 Spitfires, the Messer- 
schmidt 110 continued its 900-mile flight, 
crossing the Northumberland coast, dipp- 
ing dangerously low over fields and villages 
to avoid detection, its fuel, barely enough 
for the one-way trip, dwindling alarm- 
ingly. Entering Scotland and reaching the 
vicinity of its objective, the home of the 
Duke of Hamilton, the plane’s pilot, all 
alone, made in the darkness his very first 
parachute descent. : 

The man was the Deputy Leader of Germ- 
any, Rudolf Hess. He had risked: his life and 


staked his freedom in a feat of flying which 
Luftwaffe expert Udet had told Hitler was 
impossible. He did it, not to wreak some 
special destruction on Britain, but to bring 
peace between two brother nations who, 
together in alliance, could have assured the 
security and prosperity of the white peoples of 
this globe for many generations to come. 
History holds few, if any, more momentous 
occasions or more daring acts of benevo- 
lence. No-one deserves the Nobel Peace Prize 
more than this man. 

Anglo-German accord within a European 
settlement had been a bedrock of belief with 
both Hitler and Hess throughout their political 
lives. Both were appalled when Britain 
declared war on Germany in September 1939, 


on the spurious pretext of an agreement to 
defend Poland against wholly justifiable 
German demands for the return of German 
territory. This pretext simply masked 
Britain’s subjection to those sinister forces 
who were intent on destroying Germany and 
Britain in fratricidal war, and it was anyway 
shown to be pure humbug when later the 
Russians moved in on the eastern half of 
Poland and Britain did nothing. 


HITLER’S PEACE PATH 


Hess, as Hitler's Deputy, was no new- 
comer to moves for peace. At the very outset 
of his coming to power, Hitler, in the Reichs- 
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tag on May 17th 1933, had proposed general - 


disarmament. Despite no response, he had 


next proposed on October 14th of that year at- 


least some limitations on armaments. Despite 
no response again, he had on May 21st 1935 

again proposed limitations, including the 
restriction of bombing to actual battle zones 
aS preparatory to banning all bombing. 
Despite yet again no response, he had on 
March 31st 1936 put forward a peace plan 
including limitations on bombing and shell- 
ing. Yet again there had been no response 
from Britain and the other democracies. 
Nevertheless, at the height of the Polish crisis 
Hitler, on August 24th 1939, had proposed an 
agreement which included a promise to help 
protect the British Empire. Britain, in the 
greatest act of folly in his history, had 
answered this with the commencement of a 
calamitous war which led to the ruin of that 
Empire. 

Having quickly defeated the Polish 
stalking horse, Hitler, on October 6th 1939, 
had called for a peace conference, and on 
October 9th the German Government had said 
it would accept American mediation with 
Washington as the venue. 3 days later Britain 
had intimated rejection. Having next defeated 
France and caused the British Expeditionary 
Force to depart from the shores of that 
country, Hitler, accompanied by Hess, made 
in the Reichstag, on July 19th 1940 what he 

called ‘‘an appeal once more to reason and 
common sense in Great Britain,’’ saying ‘‘I 
see no reason why this war should go on,” 
and demanding no forfeitures from the foe for 
her defeat on the Continent. One hour later 
Sefton Delmer, in charge of German-lang- 
uage programmes for the BBC, had given the 
following answer, endorsed by the 
Government in Parliament: ‘‘Mr. Hitler...let 
me tell you what we here in Britain think of 
‘this appeal of yours...we hurl it right back at 
you, right in your evil-smelling teeth.” 


CHURCHILL WANTED WAR 


Churchill, that catastrophic conjurer of 
patriotic emotions for alien interests and 
inimical ends, had by now become Prime 
Minister, thanks to the war he had so long 
worked for as his necessary theatre for fame. 
When, the month after Hitler’s peace speech, 
he had found that 3 of the 6 members of his 
Cabinet were inclined to peace, he sought to 
scotch this untoward development by order- 
ing an air raid on Berlin at a time when Hitler 
had ordered that British cities should not be 
bombed. 

When informed in 1941 that Hess had 
come to Britain to make peace, this prime 
cause of the “‘blood, toil, teears and sweat’’ 
which his war cost the British people retorted 
that this arrival (of a truer friend of Britain 
than he ever was) would not interfere with his 
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enjoyment of a film featuring the Marx 


-Brothers. 


Thus, instead of responding sensibly to 
Hess’s mission, and thereby saving millions 
of lives, and preventing the seizure of half of 
Europe by Moscow, bewitched Britain, under 
the spell of the bloodthirsty drunkard of 
Downing Street, misdirected a magnificence 
of national spirit to the cause of killing as 
many of Hess’s compatriots as possible, and 
destroying as much of their country as poss- 
ible, te the enormous delight of the foul 
fraternity who behind the scenes pulled the 
strings of political puppetry. 


HESS UNDER TREATMENT 


From Scotland Hess was brought South, 
incarcerated briefly in the Tower of London, 
and then taken to Mytchett Place, a requisit- 
ioned mansion near Aldershot. There he was 
Subjected to various forms of ‘treatment’ 
designed to extract information from him, 
and to mould him to the propaganda purposes 
of the Churchillian warmongers. This 
accounts for their allegations that he required 
‘psychiatric observation’, as it does for 
Hess’s faked loss of memory as a measure of 
self-protection against the interrogations, and 
his complaints that chemicals were being put 
in his food and drink; and it explains their sub- 
sequent depiction of him as ‘deranged’ when 
they failed to get what they wanted out of 
him. : 

As an example of the abuse of one who, if 
not accorded the courtesy of an ambassador of 
peace, at least deserved the rights of a pris- 
oner of war under the Geneva Convention — 
which forbade the solitary confinement 
accorded to him, Hess was confronted with a 
faked copy of the Daily Telegraph of June 20th 
1941 containing a report of an interview 
Hitler gave to a former US Ambassador in 


Belgium, doctored to give the impression that 
Hitler had spoken of Hess as a madman. The 
hope was that this forgery would turn Hess 
against Hitler, and cause him to give away 
information in retaliation. l 

Described in the Daily Telegraph of March 
22nd 1971, this trick, which completely 
failed, was the bright idea of the same Sefton 
Delmer we have encountered earlier. He 
headed a special unit for the use of deceit in 
the cause of democracy, the arch-deceiver. In 
his memoirs, The Germans and 1, he testified 
to the unlimited skulduggery practised by his 
band of ‘truth-benders’, as they were known. 

Hess’s son, Wolf Rudiger Hess, in his new 
book, My Father Rudolf Hess (£15.50 post- 
free UK, £16.00 abroad, from Gothic Ripples, 
Thorgarth, Greenhow Hill, Harrogate, N. 
Yorks HG3 5JQ) tells of another of Delmer’s 
forged newspapers, this one reporting that 
Frau Hess had told the Berlin police that she 
had drugged her husband to put him under the 
influence of British hypnotists to cause him to 
come into British captivity. Delmer, having 
been a Fleet Street journalist, was well trained 
in the ways in which truth can be bent in the 
‘free press’ of a democracy. 


COMPLAINT TO THE KING 


Such was the maltreatment of Hess that in 
June 1941 he tried unsuccessfully to commit 
suicide, and in November 1941 he wrote 
these words to King George VI: ‘‘I came to 
England banking on the fairness of the 
English people...Could I not expect all the 
more to be met by fairness, having come not 
as an enemy — especially as I came to Eng- 
land unarmed, at the risk of my life, to try to 
end the hostility between our two peoples?”’ 

Hess also composed a memorandum at that 
time, which, with prophetic insight, stated: 
‘‘A victory for England would be a victory for 
the Bolsheviks. A victory of the Bolsheviks 
would mean sooner or later their advance into 
Germany and the rest of Europe...if 
England’s desire to weaken Germany were 
fulfilled, the Bolshevik State would become 
the stronest military power on earth...” 

These two items are culled from the papers 
of Lt. Col. A.J.B. Larcombe (disclosed in the 
Sunday Telegraph, December 13th 1981) who 
in 1945 escorted Hess to Nuremberg; for 
when, after 4 long years of further slaughter, 
Churchill’s blood lust was finally satisfied in 
the infinite misery of Germany’s uncondit- 
ional surrender, Hess went home to Germany 
not as an honoured peacemaker, not as a 
released prisoner of war, but instead as an 
alleged criminal — victim of the vengeance 
which, under Churchill’s V sign, was the 
accompaniment of democratic victory. 


VENUE FOR VENGEANCE 


Nuremberg was carefully chosen as the 
venue for this particular act of vengeance. 
Over the roofs of its medi2val quarter Hitler’s 
plane had been wont to descend on its arrival 
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for the gigantic processions through the 
streets of the city of the exultant manhood of a 
Germany reborn. So, with true Old 
Testament spite, high explosive and incend- 
iary bombs had been generously rained down 
on that architectural treasure house to destroy 
the setting for the great spectacles of National 
Socialism; and so now to Nuremberg Hess 
and the other captured German leaders were 
conveyed for a festival of vengeance 
masquerading as an exposition of justice, 
opening in November 1945 and extending a 
whole year till October 1946. 

‘While outside the courtroom of the Inter- 
national Military Tribunal the gaping craters, 
the hillocks of rubble and the remnants of 
homes all testified for Hess against his 
accusers, inside the place he who had sought 
to save Europe from all this was charged and 
convicted (by those who had caused it) of the 
offences of crimes against peace, and 
conspiracy to commit such crimes, and was 
sentenced to imprisonment for life. Of the 
other 2 counts in the 4-count indictment 
against Hess, namely of war crimes and 
crimes against humanity, even that crooked 
caricature of a court had to stop short of 
conviction. Those proceedings at Nurem- 
berg, which have been the sole basis for the 
caging of Hess for half a lifetime, were 
nothing less than a complete perversion of 
justice which, in reality, condemned not the 
accused but the accusers. 


UNDER JEWISH MANAGEMENT 


‘‘It was the World Jewish Congress which 
had secured the holding of the Nuremberg 
Trials at which it had provided expert advice 
and much valuable evidence,’’ boasted 
Congress spokesman Rabbi M. Perlzweig in 
the London Jewish Chronicle, December 16th 
1949. 

Members of Rabbi Perlzweig’s triumphant 
tribe were abundant on the staff of the Nurem- 
berg Tribunal and its associated agencies, 
ranging from Col. B.C. Andrus, in charge of 
the emaciated prisoners kept in unheated pens 
under the harshest conditions and with flood- 
lights shining on them all night, to the hang- 
man, John C. Woods, who, ona Jewish feast- 
day, killed with a slow-death-drop 11 of the 
23 defendants, ensuring that, for example, 
Field Marshal Keitel took 24 minutes to die 
(Nuremberg: a Nation on Trial, by German 
historian Werner Maser). The bodies of the 
dead were then cremated at Munich, birth- 
place of National Socialism, and the ashes 
were dumped in the River Isar. 

Hess and the others sentenced to imprison- 
ment were then taken to the execution room 
and made to clean up the mess made by the 
deliberately prolonged murder of their 
colleagues. 

The charges against Hess and his associates 
were inventions without precedent, unknown 
in German and other European penal codes, 
incompatible with the theory and usage of 
international law, and applied retroactively 
and thus contrary to all normal legal practice. 


They were additionally invalid because 
applied with perverted partiality by this 
victors’ tribunal whose 8 judges included, 
along with 2 each from Britain, France and 
the USA, 2 from the Soviet Union, a country 
which had been expelled from the League of 
Nations for its aggression against Finland in 
1939 — precisely the kind of offence for 
which Hess was convicted — and which, 
furthermore, put more people in concentrat- 
ion camps and exterminated more opponents 
than any other country in modern times. One 
of the Soviet pair was none other than I Nikit- 
chenko, who had been in charge of Stalin’s 
show trials. 


ONE-SIDED ‘JUSTICE’ 


This Allied tribunal, however, had concern 
only for the alleged wrongdoings of the 
Germans, and none whatsoever for any 
comparable conduct by its own side. Thus, 
for example, in relation to Hess’s conviction 
no cognisance; was taken of the British 
invasions of Iceland in 1940 and Syria and 
Iran in 1941, or Britain’s plan to invade 
Norway in 1940. 

Commented Lt. Col. Liddell-Hart in his 
History of the Second World War (pages 
58/59): ‘‘One of the most questionable points 
of the Nuremberg Trials was that the planning 
and execution of aggression against Norway 
was put among the major charges against the 
Germans...Such a course was one of the most 
palpable cases of hypocrisy in history.”’ 

The truth is that Germany got to know of 
British plans to invade Norway and thence 
Sweden in order, among other things, to stop 
the vital supply of Swedish iron ore to the 
German armament industry, and the Germans 
got into Norway to prevent this just hours 
ahead of the British. British Cabinet and 
Foreign Office papers, newly released to the 
Public Record Office, were shown by the 
Daily Telegraph of January Ist 1941 to 
disclose that, as far back as December 1939, 
Britain and France plotted to send regular 
troops, in the guise of volunteers to aid 
Finland against Russian aggression, but with 
the real aim of stopping the Swedish supplies 
of ore to Germany. This particular violation 
of neutrality was prevented vy the Swedish 
refusal to signify sanction for the transit of the 
bogus ‘defenders of Finland’ across Swedish 
territory, but it did not stop Churchill, then 
First Lord of the Admiralty, continuing to 
scheme to the same end, and to dispatch an 
invasion force to Norway which was beaten to 
its destination by the German counter-move. 


ALLIED ATROCITIES CONDONED 


While Hess was charged unsuccessfully, 
and others successfully, with crimes of war 
and crimes against humanity, the atrocities of 
the Allies were treated as inadmissible as 
evidence by their judicial hirelings at Nurem- 
berg. Yet former tank major Desmond 
Flower, MC, then Deputy Chairman of 
publishers Cassell & Co., was quoted in the 


Sunday Dispatch of London on April 15th 
1956 as stating that during the invasion of 
Europe British soldiers shot prisoners of war 
and civilians, and looted and wantonly dest- 
royed civilian property; and more recently | 
Max Hastings in his Operation Overlord 
recorded that the shooting of German prison- 
ers was a common Allied practice. 

The defence was barred from mentioning 
such shootings, and from introducing the 
British Army Manual of Irregular Warfare, 
which advocated the same activity the defen- 
dants were charged with and punished for. 
Similarly, the defence was barred from citing 
the deliberate mass slaughter of German civil- 
ians at Dresden, Hamburg and elsewhere in 
Germany by the British and American bomb- 
ing raids. Summarising the disqualifying 
double-standard demonstrated by the 
tribunal, even Robert H. Jackson, the chief 
American prosecutor, admitted in a letter to 
the then President Truman: ‘‘The Allies have 
done or are doing the very same things we are 
prosecuting the Germans for.’’ (Justice at 
Nuremberg, Robert E. Conot, page 68). 


HANDICAPPED DEFENCE 


Not only were the purview and composit- 
ion of the tribunal a travesty pf justice, so too 
were its ways and means. The London Agree- 
ment which set it up laid down that its constit- 
utionality could not be challenged. Its Article 
13 decreeed that ‘‘The Tribunal shall not be 
bound by technical rules of evidence’’ — so 
that it could dispense with the normal safe- 
guards against injustice. Article 21 of the 
same document decreed that ‘‘The Tribunal 
shall not require proof of facts of common 
knowledge’’ — so that it could treat as 
unquestionable contentions advantageous to 
the prosecution. 

Defence staff had to work in a dimly lit 
room under constant surveillance by 
American military police, faced continual 
obstruction in collecting evidence, and were 
not allowed to see prosecution material before 
its submission. Werner Maser, above cited, 
showed that among other measures designed 
to pervert justice prosecution witnesses were 
beaten until they gave the desired ‘evidence’, 
many defence witnesses were not allowed to 
appear, agreements to advise the defence of 
topics to be examined the next day were not 
kept, the defence was not allowed to have 
copies of many prosecution documents of 
evidence, defence documents had to be sifted 
by the prosecution before they could be 
submitted, and many of these documents 
were confiscated or stolen. 

Hess was not allowed to conduct his own 
defence, despite provision in the tribunal’s 
charter, and, when he sought to exercise his 
right to make a closing statement, he was cut 
short with the ruling that he must be brief. 


PROSECUTION FORGERIES 


Falsified material was used by the prosecu- 
tion to secure the convictions of Hess and the 
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others. The private file of the chief American 


prosecutor revealed that newsreels shown as 
evidence were doctored by his staff (David 
Irving: The War Path). 

Allied prosecution exhibit USSR-378 was 
the book by Hermann Rauschning, Hitler 
Speaks, purporting to be Hitler’s most intim- 
ate views and plans as revealed through a 
great many private conversations with the 
author, including the intention to incorporate 
Africa, South America and eventually the 
USA in a global empire, and the statement 
‘‘Do I propose to exterminate entire national- 
ities? Yes, it will add up to that...” Swiss 
historian Wolfgang Heinal, after 5 years’ 
investigation, has revealed that this almost 
unknown provincial official only met Hitler 4 
times and never alone, and the material is 
pure fiction. The German magazine Der 
Spiegel, September 7th 1985, called it ‘‘a 
falsification, an historical distortion from the 
first to the last page...’’ 

Another falsification was prosecution 
exhibit 386-PS, the Hossbach Protocol, used 
to prove that Hitler planned aggressive war, 
and thus that Hess, as his Deputy, was culp- 
ably a party to it. West Berlin lawyer, Dank- 
wart Kluge, has shown in a book published in 
1980 that the Allied authorities got hold of a 
copy someone else made of a note made by a 
Col. Hossbach of the proceedings of a 
conference with Hitler that he and others 
attended in 1937, and substantially altered it. 
In his eventual memoirs Hossbach admitted 
that Hitler did not outline any war plan at the 
conference, and British historian A.J.P. 
Taylor (An Old Man’s Diary, 1984), rejecting 
the Nuremberg exhibit as a forgery, said: 
‘‘No evidence that Hitler planned an aggress- 
ive war has ever been produced.” Thus 
Hess’s conviction was counterfeit. 


HESS’S BIRTHDAY 


40 years after the Nuremberg festival of 
vengeance, the pale light of the early morning 
brought to sight the bare furnishings — bed, 
table and chair — of a small barred room in 
Spandau Prison, West Berlin, where on April 
26th 1986 Rudolf Hess reached his 92nd 
birthday, and at 6 a.m. the guard obliged him 
to rise. There were no birthday cards from the 
public to greet the old man, for these, Christ- 
mas cards and all other mail are denied him, 
apart from a single letter per week to and from 
his family. 

He may have a visit from his wife or son for 
a single hour each month, but needs to 
remember the rule to keep 2 full yards away 
from his loved one. Never must he touch his 
visitor. With that visitor will also attend the 
British, French, American and Russian 
prison commandants, and, for the benefit of 
the last-named, every word uttered will be 
loudly translated into Russian, so the prisoner 
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must always remember to speak slowly. 
Hess spent his birthday trying to read the 4 
newspapers he is allowed daily, and one of 
the 4 books he is allowed monthly: a difficult 
matter despite the combination of spectacles 
and a magnifying glass because he is now 
blind in one eye and has a detached retina in 
the other one which is inoperable because of 
his age, and increasingly reduces his sight; so 
he must make the most of his remaining time 
before total darkness is added to his imprison- 
ment. His reading matter must exclude 


anything relating to his case, his past or 


National Socialist Germany in general, and 


any notes he makes are taken away and dest- 


royed. 

For him to watch television, a concession 
now allowéd him but similarly censored, he 
needs to apply a week in advance, specifying 
the desired programme. News bulletins and 
programmes of contemporary history are not 
allowed. 

Weather permitting — and despite oedema 
of the legs and a weakness in the thigh bones 
which causes his knee joints to give way so 
that he falls and cannot get up unaided — he 
could go down to shuffle round the exercise 
ground, where he has already walked the 
equivalent of 3 times round the world, or to 
tend the garden plot which gives him 
pleasure. While so doing he could cast a 
glance in the direction of the prison basement 
where already his coffin stands waiting for 
him, destined for immediate cremation, his 
ashes to be denied to his family, and disposed 
of secretly. 


SPANDAU’S SECRECY 


The 4 custodial powers maintain to this day 
a secrecy concerning Hess’s prison 
conditions and the state of his health which 
can only be seen as a cloak for culpability. 
Thus the British Foreign Office replied on 
March Sth 1985: ‘‘Mr. Jordan asks five 
‘specific questions in his letter. I regret that I 
cannot supply him with specific answers on 
the conditions of Hess’s imprisonment. The 
Spandau Prison regulations are confidential. 
The consent of the Four Powers, including the 
Russians, would be needed for their publicat- 
ion. The same applies to details of Hess’s 
medical condition.’’ 

When on Hess’s 92nd birthday this writer 
asked the British Foreign Secretary if he 
would mark the occasion by asking the other 3 
powers to end this secrecy — and at the same 


‘time to agree to end the restrictions on Hess’s 


mail, reading and television — the reply was: 
‘It is not possible, in Hess’s own interests, to 
give details of Allied proposals.’’ Thus 
secrecy concerning secrecy is the name of 
their game. 

A fortnight following our last look at 
Spandau’s solitary prisoner, it was May 10th 
1986, and the 45th anniversary of his flight to 
Britain. Even after more than 16,000 days of 
imprisonment he can still sharply remember 
his feeling as the plane left German soil at 
Augsburg around 5.45 p.m. When his feet 


$ 


next touched ground a few hours later in 
Lanarkshire, it was to start nearly half a 
century of captivity. 


LETTER TO THATCHER 


On the same anniversary in 1986 this writer 
yet again tackled the British Government 
regarding the release of Rudolf Hess, writing 
the following letter to Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher, which so far has only 
received bare acknowledgement:- 


“I write to you this day, the 10th May, the anni- 
versary of Rudolf Hess’s flight to Britain in 1941, 
and thus the completion of 45 years of his impris- 
onment, to ask you if you will mark this occasion 
by making another approach now to the Soviet 
Union to agree to the release of this very old and 


HESS IN SPANDAU 
A lonely figure, he trudges around the 
exercise yard, where he has already 
walked a distance equal to 3 times around 
the world 


partly blind prisoner whose 92nd birthday took 
place a fortnight ago. 

‘‘I appreciate that the British Government main- 
tains that it has made a number of such app- 
roaches over the past years without success, but I 
do put it to you that Britain has a special respons- 
ibility in the matter in that Hess first lost his 
liberty in consequence of his endeavour to make 
peace between our country and his through a 
singularly courageous feat of flying. I therefore 
submit that it will be shameful for Britain, if she 
fails now, while there is still time, to urge in the 
strongest possible way the Soviet Union — which 
she contends is the only one of the 4 custodial 
powers objecting — to agree to Hess’s immediate 
release; and instead wait and allow the problem to 
be removed by his death which cannot be far off. 
‘‘In conjunction with this, I wish here to ask you 
to reconsider the British Government’s present 
decision to keep its papers on Rudolf Hess 
secret till the year 2017, and instead to authorise 
public access to those papers as a gesture of good 
faith in accord with its-claim to favour Hess’s 
release; since otherwise the maintenance of this 
secrecy can but give rise to the belief that the 
Government has something damaging to hide by 
this secrecy.” 


BRITAIN’S EXCUSES 


The British Government maintains the 
pose that, while favouring the release of 
Hess, it cannot during one of the months 
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when, in rotation with the other powers, it has 
control of Spandau, either free him, or in lieu 
place him in some other and more comfort- 
able custody, because this would be to break 
an agreement with the Russians which would 
be immoral, and also inexpedient in jeopard- 
ising to our detriment other agreements with 
them. This argument is unconvincing. 
Firstly, it is morally preferable to break a 


wrongful agreement than to continue it — and 


Hess’s continued imprisonment at his age and 
after so many years on account of a‘wrongful 
conviction at Nuremberg is beyond question 
monstrously wrongful — while the Russians, 
on account of the number of agreements they 
have broken at their convenience, including, 
according to the Washington Enquirer 
(September 21st 1984), 17 arms control 
commitments between 1958 and 1983, are 
hardly entitled to invoke integrity in their 
favour. 

Secondly, the Russians, being by doctrine 
and practice devoted to keeping agreements 
only if and as long as they suit their purposes, 
would not be likely to let their huffing and 
puffing over the release of Hess without their 
approval ultimately interfere with their 
disposition concerning other agreements. 

One is therefore led by this reasoning to 
view the British Government’s decision to 
keep its Hess papers secret till 2017 — and 
thus till after not only Hess is dead, but almost 
everyone else who was an adult at the time of 
his flight — as a powerful clue to false 
pretences on its part. Indeed this writer 

believes, not only that those papers are likely 
= to show something of the potentiality for 
peace still prevailing in Britain in 1941 as a 
response to Hess’s mission, which Churchill 
and his cronies were intent on suppressing in 
their lust for war, but also the fact that, just as 
Hitler only narrowly forestalled by hours 
Churchill’s plan to violate Scandinavian 
neutrality in 1940, so too a year later he only 


narrowly forestalled by days Stalin’s plan to 
launch a surprise attack on Germany in 
violation of the pact between them. 


HESS SILENCED 


igence of the Russian preparations to attack 
then proceeding, necessitating the swift 
German counter-attack then being planned — 
time his flight when he did in the knowledge 
that the great struggle for Europe against 
Bolshevism was about to begin, a struggle in 


‘which Britain should not figure on the side of 


the latter? 

Did not Churchill realise that this was his 
chance to destroy, with the help of Stalin’s 
hordes, the hated champion of European 
Civilisation, and thus to realise his consum- 
ing ambition to strut across the pages of 
history as a conquering warlord? Had he not 
already conspired with Stalin to this end in his 
approaches starting in 1940, just as he had 
conspired with the Czechs and taken their 
bribes in 1938 to help bring the war about 
(David Irving: The War Path, page 136), and 
had conspired with Roosevelt to bring 
America into it, as coding clerk Tyler Kent 
discovered — his later being silenced by 
imprisonment? 

Did not Churchill determine to silence 
Hess by confinement, and have not success- 


ive British Governments kept the Hess papers 


secret, and in league with their wartime allies 
kept Hess imprisoned, precisely because this 
prisoner of peace knows too much and could 
tell too much, destroying their fictions of 
rectitude, and thereby exposing their crime in 
detaining him? 

Are they not, one and all, despite their 
pretences, determined to keep Hess caged in 
Spandau until the day death silences him for 
ever — because, if freed and free to talk, he 
would as a result be acquitted by all fair 


_ Twenty-five years courting of the 
_ synagogues has given the local MP- 
-acute consciousness of where © 
er interest lies, but also a long. = 
_ lesson in the Jewish virlugs, s whioh 
| n resemble her own. 
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“Sucdeasiul ws. are among the 
people Mrs. Thatcher has found 


— most useful to her. She has not 


-ennobled quite so many as Harold - 


i- Wilson, hitherto Israel’s greatest — 


friend among British prime minis- _ 
ters, and they do not have the | 
dubious business ped igree of some 
| of baa: $ Colera, Lord Young, the 


- counsellor, 


ecretary, and his 


opinion, while Churchill would be 
condemned and the conception of his ‘just’ 
war against Germany would collapse? 
Democracy’s misrulers could not withstand 
the damage thus to the very foundations of 
their essential edifice of lies. 


HIS VICTORY 


Within the prison walls of Spandau the sub- 
ject of our speculation will tonight have his 
spectacles removed at 10 p.m. lest his 
fumbling fingers beneath the bedclothes 
manage to break the glass, and use it to end 
his torment prematurely. Throughout the drab 
procession of days and nights across the 
dreary decades his sustaining strength has 
been the satisfaction of knowing that, depite 
everything, has beaten them because he has 
kept faith. As against all unceratinties concer- 
ning him stands the certainty of his steadfast- 
ness. Had he been a mere fellow traveller, 
like technocrat Speer, or some lesser believer 
or weaker character, he could perhaps have 
bought his release by a penitential recant- 
ation, plus an undertaking to be silent on what 
his captors desire to be kept secret. Democ- 
racy and its cousin Communism would dearly 
love to release and parade a beaten and repen- 
tant Hess, as a token of their ‘compassion’, 
and have him recite all their proclaimed evils 
of National Socialism. 

But they are doomed to disappointment. 
He who uttered the following words of 
defiance to the judicial vultures of Nuremberg 
amid the ruins of Aryan renaiisance will never 
give in, and, in his triumph of the will, holds 
high a torch of honour to the remembrance, 
redemption and revival of that renaissance:- 


‘‘It has been my privilege to serve for many years 
under the greatest son to whom my people has 
given birth in its thousand years of history...If I 
were to begin all over again, I would act just as I 
have acted, even if I knew that in the end I would 
meet a fiery death at the stake.” 


brother Stuart, Chairman of the — 


BBC, are typical. 


KK 


When she wept at Yad vautiam 
on Sunday, it was the unfeigned _ 
reaction of a highly emotional friend _ 
of the Jewish people. : 

And from them she has drawn her 
own newest friend, Chief Rabbi Sir 
Immanuel Jacobovits. The Chief 
Rabbi would appear for a politician 
who is in constant need of gurus, to 
be the latest in the line. Who knows, 
he could be to the second Thatcher 
administration what Sir Laurens van 
der Post was to the first: private 
supplier of spiritual 
uplift, the therapist beyond the 


- walls. 


‘Certainly Mrs. Thatcher takes 


everything he says very seriously, 


seeking out his speeches and < 
ASRM to borrow his i A 
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THE ISRAELITES ARE NOT 


JEWS 


Capt. KENNETH McKILLIAM replies to the Klassen article in 


our February issue 


I HAVE READ Ben Klassen’s article with 
much interest. However, he, like most 
Christian ministers, has been the victim of 
the propaganda of those very people he 
criticises. 

It has been insinuated into our minds for 
some considerable time now that all the Jews 
are Israelites and all Israelites are Jews. This 
is not so; all Israelites are not Jews and only 
some Jews are Israelites. The word ‘Jew’ was 
first used in the 18th century as a translation 
of the Greek word lIoudaious, meaning an 
inhabitant of Judea, a division of the Roman 
province of Syria to the North of which was 
Galilee. The Herodians had forbidden 
Judaeans to marry Galileeans. Jesus Christ 
and 11 of his disciples were Galileeans; the 
only Judaean was Judas Iscariot, who 
betrayed Christ to the Sanhedrin. The modern 
term ‘Jew’ is used for political purposes to 
distinguish an international mixed breed of 
people from the rest of humanity. (Read Facts 
are Facts by Benjamin Freedman). 

In order to understand the White Race, one 
of the 4 species of mankind, one must go back 
to its beginnings. According to researchers in 
archeology and ancient history, the white 
Adamic or Aryan (noble) race began in the 
Tarim Basin in the mountains of Central Asia. 
This area was once extremely fertile and the 
River Tarim ends in the Lake Lop Nor. It is 
now a desert area but with vast amounts of 
water beneath the surface. 

From this area members of the White Race 
went out to establish the civilisations of the 
Nile and Tigris-Euphrates valleys. In the 
fourth millenium BC there was a cosmic 
disturbance: a comet or large star came within 
the sphere of the earth’s gravitation and the 
gravitational pull drew the earth off its axis. 
The earth’s crust or mantle began to fold 
upwards over the soft magna below, and soon 
the tops of high mountains we find sea shells 
and the skeletal remains of sea creatures. 
Great tides were caused which beat against 
the newly formed uplands. The earth split to 
form rift valleys in which the magna bubbled 
and boiled. Great masses of cool ice 
descended on parts of the earth, instantly 
freezing and burying the great mammoths 
now being found in Alaska and Siberia with 
their flesh as fresh as the day the catastrophe 
happened and the green herbiage still in their 
mouths and stomachs. Indeed the flesh is 
being fed today to sledge dogs (Read Ages in 
Chaos and World in Collision by E. Velikov- 
sky, Victor Gollancz 1951, and The Biblical 
Flood and the Ice Epoch by geographer and 
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scientist Donald W. Patten, MA, Pacific 
Meridien Publishing Co. 1966). 

Mankind now began to erect great stone 
circles, such as Stonehenge, with alignments 
on Arcturus, the Great Bear, so as to be able 
to discern the first wobble of the earth and 
predict future catastrophes. In Isiah 47:13 we 
read: ‘“‘Let now the astrologers, the stargaz- 
ers, the monthly progosticators stand up and 
save thee from these things that shall come 
upon thee. Behold they shail be as stubble; the 


. fire shall burn them; they shall not deliver 


themselves from the power of the flame.’’ 
And in Job 38:3 1-33 it is written: ‘‘Canst thou 
bind the sweet influence of the Pliades, or 
loose the bands of Orion? Canst thou bring 
forth Mazzaroth (the bearded star — a comet) 
in his season? Or canst thou guide Arcturus 
with his sons? Knowest thou the ordinances 
of heaven? Canst thou set forth the dominion 
thereof in the earth?’’ 

This was the great fiood of Noah. The next 
centre of the White Race was in the area 
between Lake Van (Turkey), Lake Urmia 
(Iran) and Lake Sevan (Soviet Armenia) and 
was called by the Assyrians Urartu (Ararat). 
It is below the Caucasus Mountains through 
which groups and clans passed on to move 
North and West following the retreating ice as 
the earth warmed up again. 


CAUCASIAN 


The White Race now gained the term 
Caucasian. The race rebuilt the neolithic city 
of Catal Huyuk in Southern Turkey (Read 
Who was Adam? Rev. Prebendary K. Victor 
Pearce, BSc., Dip. Anthr. (Oxford) ALCD, 
CF, published by Paternoster Press). From 
this area a clan moved down the Tigris- 
Euphrates Valley and settled among the 
Sumerians, who had moved down from the 
North from the area of the Oxus and the 
Jaxartes in the 4th millenium. Their main 
town was Eridu. 

To the North-West of Eridu was the town 
of Ur, the centre of the worship of the moon 
god. Terah, a nonconformist, worshipped the 
one creator god, Zeus Pittar, Diis Pittar 
(father god, which later became Jupiter). 
With his two sons, Abram and Nahor, he left 
the disintegrating culture of the Sumerian 
Akkadians and moved North to Harran. A 
third son, Haran, had died in Ur. 

According to patriarchal custom, the rulers 
of the clan only married within the family. 
Abram married his half-sister Sarai. Nahor 
married his niece Milkah, daughter of the 


deceased Haran. Terah died in Harran. 
Abram adopted Haran’s son Lot. Abram was 
another nonconformist and he took his 
people away from the corrupting influence of 
the sexually loose-living, idol-worshipping 
Babylonians and went down into the Wild 
West of the day, Canaan, then sparsely 


. populated and inhabited by mixed-breed 


Canaanites, with their towns of Sodom, 
Gomorrah and Jericho. Abram had no sons of 
his own and so Sarai gave him her Egyptian 
handmaid Hagar to wife. She bore him a son, 
Ishmail, the progenitor of the Arabs. The 
Jews have taught us that Abram was a Jew. 
Well, if Abram was a Jew, then Ishmail was 
also a Jew and therefore all the Arabs are Jews 
— so why are they fighting each other? 
Ishmael was not accepted as the future 
leader of the clan but Abram had a pure- 
blooded son by Sarai, Isaac — ‘‘In Isaac shall 
thy seed be called’’. Abram made absolutely 
certain that Isaac married within the family. 
He sent his steward, Elieazar of Damascus, to 
the household of his brother Nahor and the 
steward arranged for Isaac to marry Rebekah, | 
the daughter of Bethuel, the son of Nahor by 
Milkah. Isaac and Rebecca had two sons, 
Esau and Jacob. Esau was rejected for he 
married two Hittite women and then, to try 
and make it up with his parents, he married 
Mahalath, the daughter of Ishmael. When this 
had no effect he married Aholibamah, the 
Horite. Esau was the progenitor of the 
Edomites, Idumeans, who were determined 
to destroy the descendants of Jacob (Israel). 
Jacob married Leah and Rachel, the 
daughters of his mother’s brother Laban. 
Jacob had twelve sons from whom were 
formed the twelve tribes of the Israelites. 


LAWS AGAINST RACE-MIXING 


These people were governed by the ancient 
laws of the Patriarchs, which were reinstated 
by Moses. The second of these laws warns 
against worshipping the idols of other races 
and the race-mixing which would follow from 
this. The seventh law forbids race-mixing; 
adultery means the mixing of races, thus 
bringing into the world bastards. The tenth 
law covers illicit sexual activities between 
Israelites. The leaders of the present-day 
churches have changed the meaning of the 
laws from what was originally intended. All 
through their history the Israelites were 
warned against race-mixing and the perils 
which would be its outcome. They were 
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taught to honour their fathers and mothers and 
that their days would be long in the land that 
the Lord God gave them. When they broke 
these laws the land was taken from them and 
became filled with mixed breeds of lawless 
people, decadent and ungovernable — as is 
happening in Britain today. 

That these people were a white race can be 
seen from the scriptures. Adam (or Awdawm) 
means to be rosy, to show blood in the face, to 
blush. Have you ever seen a Negro blush? 
King David was said to be ‘‘fairer than: the 
children of men’’ (Psalm 45:2); ‘‘My love is 
white and ruddy, the chiefest among ten 
thousand’’ (Song of Solomon 5:10). Moses in 
Acts 7:20 is said to be exceeding fair. See also 
I Samuel 16:12 and 17:42. When Holman 
Hunt wanted a model for his painting ‘Behold 
I stand at the door and knock’ he went to 
Palestine. He was told there that the true 
Israelites were those with fair hair and blue 
eyes; hence his picture in St. Pauls Cathedral. 

The Phoenecians, the Pa Hanock (House of 
Enoch) whose symbol was the phoenix were 
of the same race as Abram. They were tall 
men with red hair and blue or green eyes and 
were part of the great Chaldean civilisation 
which emigrated westward and became a 
seafaring people who, together with the 
Israelite tribe of Dan, traded in tin, lead and 
silver from the Britannic Islands, the tin for 
mixing with the copper from Cyprus (Cupres- 
Sos-copper) to make bronze. The Phoenec- 

ians were the originators of the alphabet 
which was perfected by the Greeks and 
Romans. They established colonies in North 
Africa and the Britannic Isles. Their great 
trading post was Masilla (Marseilles). Near 
Newton House in Aberdeenshire there is the 
Newton Stone with inscriptions in Phoenec- 
ian and Oggan. It was erected in 400 BC 
(Read The Phoenecian origins of the Britons, 


‘Scots and Anglo-Saxons by Professor L.A. 


Waddell). . 3 
In the time of King Solomon (10th centu 
BC) the Israelites, a white race, had been 
constantly warned against interbreeding with 
the mixed breeds about them; indeed they 
were forbidden to have anything to do with 
them, for they were regarded as able to 
contaminate the Israelite people with the 
Babylonian religion and culture. On the death 
of King Solomon, a race-mixer, the nation 
divided. The ten Northern tribes established 
the Kingdom of Israel under their own 
appointed King, Jeroboam; the Southern 
Kingdom of Judah accepted Rehoboam of the 

Royal House of David as their King. 


WEAKENING OF THE RACE 


The people of the Northern Kingdom 
began to inter-marry with the Canaanites and 
to adopt their religion and culture. Family and 
national life were destroyed and the Israelites 
became weakened and a prey to the 
Assyrians. The Assyrians attacked in three 
great raids from 772 BC to 722 BC, led 
respectively by Tiglath Pilezar (Pul), 
-Shalmanezar V and Sargon II, and Senna- 


cherib. There had been previous clashes 
between Assyria and Israel. Sir Austen 
Layard excavated a monolith of Shalmanezar 
II (859-825 BC) recording his victory over 
Ahab, the Israelite King, near Hamath at 
Qarqar on the Orontes River in 853 BC and on 
the Black Obelisk (now in the British 
Museum) which records the victory over 
Ahab’s son Jehu at Kerkh in 841 BC. Jehu is 
described as the son of Ghomri (Omri). The 
Israelites were called by the Assyrians the 
Beth Khumri (House of Omri). 

The Assyrians decided to establish a buffer 
state against their northern enemy Urartu and 
to populate it with conquered people, notably 
Israelites. In 745 BC Tiglath Pilezar (Pul) 
carried away seven of the tribes of Israel (see 
1 Chron. 5:25-26); 2 Kings 15:19; Assyrian 
Discoveries by S. Smith, page 28; Missing 
Links Discovered in Assyrian Tablets by Capt. 


E. Raymond; [ran by Professor R. 
Ghirshman). 
DEPORTATIONS 


Tiglath Pilezar was followed by Shalman- 
ezar V in 722 BC, who had a very short reign. 
He was followed by Sargom II (722-705 BC). 
On the Nimrod Prism in the British Museum it 
is stated that Sargom deported 27,290 
captives from Samaria and settled them in the 
towns of the Medes. Sargon was assassinated 
by Sennacherib in 705 BC. The Taylor Prism, 
also in the British Museum, dug up by Sir 
Austen Layard, states that Sennacherib 
deported 200,150 people from the walled 
cities of Judah and transported them to the 
Assyrian Empire. He was fond of flaying 
people alive or raising them up with stakes 
through their bodies. Most of these Israelites 
were settled in Halth, Habor and Gozan on the 


_ borders of the enemy state of Urartu. The 


Assyrians began to refer to these people as the 
Gamira (or Gimera), who became Cimmer- 
ians. Another body of Israelites was called the 
Iskuza. Professor Ghirshman, on page 97 of 
Iran, states that the Cimmerians are known in 
the annals as the Gimmerai (Khumri) and the 
Ishkuzai, and in these names they appear on 
Assyrian clay tablets, that these people were 
closely related and spoke almost identical 


languages. 
With the weakening of the Assyrian and 
Babylonian Empires, the Khumri- 


Cimmerians were able to move away. One 
section went North through the Caucasus 
Mountains and settled in the Crimea. By far 
the larger part went westwards into Asia 
Minor along the Southern shores of the Black 


Sea (2 Estras 13:40-45). Flavius Josephus in- 


Antiquities of the Jews states in Book XI, 
Capter V, Verse 2: ‘“Wherefore there are but 
two tribes in Asia and Europe subject to the 
Romans, while the ten tribes are beyond 
Euphrates till now, and are an immense 
multitude, and not to be estimated by 
numbers.”’ | 

The Cimmerians then began to migrate 
across Europe westwards. One branch 
migrated to the Low Countries and Jutland 


and became known as the Cimbri. A great 
body moved up the Danube Valley passing 
through Hungary and Austria into Southern 
Germany: and France and established the 
Hallstadt culture. They were known to the 
Greeks as Celts and to the Romans as Gauls 
(See Chapter 9 of Missing Links Discovered in 
Assyrian Tablets and Ancient Europe by Stuart 
Piggott). Another culture was formed within 
the Hallstadt culture called the La Tene, about 
Lake Neuchatel in Switzerland. 

The Cimmerians were pushed westwards 
by the Ishkuzi, who had been known as the 
House of Isaac (see Amos 7:9 & 16). One part 
of the Ishkuzai went through the Caucasus 
Mountains in about 580 BC and became the 
Sacasene and the Scyths; the other and larger 
part went round East of the Caspian Sea and 
were called the Sakka and Sacae by the 
Persians, then from 600 to 120 BC were 
called the Massagetae (the mass of the 
Getae). These Sakka were said to be a blond 
people who carried the Aryan language to 
India and then mixed their blood with the 
dark-skinned Dravidians, setting up a caste 
system (read The Passing of the Great Race by 
Madison Grant, page 252). 

The Behistun Rock on the caravan route 
from Babylon to Ecbatana, 1,700 feet high, 
has an inscription placed there by Darius the 
Great (515 BC). The writing is in Babylon- 
ian, Elamite and Persian. It reveals that the 
ten tribes of the Israelites were under the 
control of Darius. From the royal correspond- 
ence of the Assyrian Empire it is evident that 
the Ishkuzai, the Sakka, the Scythians and the 
Cimmerians and the Gamira were all Israel- 
ites. 


GERMANS 


The Samartians, a Mongolian people from 
the East, pushed the Scythians out of the 
Russian steppes and the latter went away 
westwards. The Samartians adopted the dress 
and customs of the Scythians and the Romans 
called the real Scyths Germans to distinguish 
them from the Samartians. It is always the 
case that an uncivilised people take on the 
language and culture of a superior race and 
then attempt to take over that race. We see 
this going on in certain parts of the world 
today. The word ‘German’ is a Celtic one and 
means genuine, a brother or relation. The 
Scythians became the Sakka, the Sakasuna, 
the Saxons. One group of them were called 
the Engels from their totem, the bull. The bull 
was the symbol of the Israelite tribe of 
Ephraim. 

The remainder of the tribes of Judah and 
Benjamin which formed the Kingdom of 
Judah were taken away captive by Nebuchad- 
nezzar of Babylon in 586 BC and settled in 
Babylon. Now began the establishment of the 
great Gentile empires of Babylon, Persia, 
Greece and Rome. 

The Babylonian Empire was destroyed by 
the Medes and the Persians from the North 
(see Iran by Professor Ghirshman). In the 
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THE ISRAELITES ARE NOT 
JEWS 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Book of Esther we read that a plot was 
hatched by the Edomites in the Persian 
Empire to slaughter all the Judahite captives. 
Queen Esther, wife of the Persian ruler 
Ahazerus (Artaxerxes) succeeded in circum- 
venting this plot (Esther 8:17) and many of 
the people became ‘Jews’ through fear of the 
Judahites. We read in Esther 9:30 that there 
were 120 provinces in the Persian Empire at 
that time and the empire stretched from 
Greece to the borders of India and from the 
Caucasus Mountains to the Indian Ocean. It 
included Egypt, Mesopotamia, Assyria, 
Babylon, Afghanistan and part of Turkestan. 
Intermarriage took place between the 
Judahites and the new ‘Jews’ and their blood- 
stream was mixed with that of other races. 
With many adherents of the old Babylonian 
religion becoming ‘Jews’ there grew up a 
contamination of Israelite law and culture-and 
the formation of the Babylonian Talmud 
known as the Tradition of the Elders as 
practised by the Scribes and Pharisees. 

In 536 BC the Persian ruler Cyrus issued a 
decree allowing the Judahite captives to 
return to Palestine to rebuild the temple and 
city walls. In 537 BC, under the leadership of 
Zerubbabel, more than 40,000 Judahites left 
Babylon to return to the promised land, 
accompanied by a high Persian official 


appointed to see that the royal decree was 


carried out (Iran, page 132). However, 
Judaea did not remain undisturbed from 
rebellion in the empire. In Iran it is stated: 
‘‘The legitimist party, believing the moment 
propitious for placing on the throne a descen- 
dant of the House of David, perhaps 
Zerubbabel himself, started to intrigue. The 
high Persian official in control of the country 
stopped the rebuilding of the temple. An 
embassy was sent to Darius, who established 
the right of the Jewish people to rebuild its 
sanctuary in accordance with the edict of 
Cyrus. Ais the texts of the decree had been 
found in the royal archives in Ecbatana, 
Darius ordered it to be put into effect. This did 
not prevent him from taking severe measures 
against the Davidites and installing a high 
priest as the head of the community, thus 
creating a theocratic state. The temple was 

completed in 515 BC and the road to Egypt 
was secured.”’ 

Continuing the policy of Cyrus and Darius, 
Artaxerxes gave Ezra permission to return to 
Jerusalem with 1,500 of the Jewish families 
formally exiled, but the quarrels that arose 
between them and those of their co-religion- 
ists who had never left Palestine compelled 
the King to intervene, and even to send 
Nehemiah, his cup-bearer and confidential 
adviser, to settle the differences. in the 
country. Under the guidance of Ezra, who 
remained loyal to the Persian throne, the 
Jewish nation was able to establish itself. 

After 537 BC, when the Judahites and their 
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Babylonian wives and half-breed children 


had arrived back in Palestine (2 Chron. 36:23 
and Iran) Nehemiah and Ezra were aghast and 
angry at the way the Judahites had become 
mixed with alien blood and they tried to get 
the people to rid themselves of their foreign 
wives and half-breed children, but to little 
avail (Ezra 9:1-4 and 10:1-14; Nehemiah 
13:1-3 and 23:31). They had brought back 
with them the Babylonian Talmud — the 
Tradition of the Elders. 

Rabbi Morris Kertzer states that the 
Talmud consists of 63 books of legal, ethical 
and historical writings of the ancient rabbis. It 
was edited 5 centuries before the birth of 
Jesus. 


CHRISTIANITY NOT 
ORIGINATING IN JUDAISM 


Rabbi Steven Wise, an eminent Jewish 
scholar, states: ‘‘The return from Babylon, 
and the adoption of the Babylonian Talmud, 
marks the end of Hebrewism and the 
beginning of Judaism.’’ Thus the Christian 
religion did not develop in any way from 
Judaism but was the natural continuation of 
the faith of ancient Israel. 

The Lord Jesus Christ had this to say about 
the Talmud, the Tradition of the Elders: 
“Why do ye also transgress the command- 
ment of God by your tradtion?’’ (Matthew 
15:3); and: ‘‘Howbeit in vain do they worship 
me, teaching for doctrine the commandments 
of men’’ (Mark 7:7); ‘‘...and making the 
words of God of none effect through your 
tradition’’ (Mark 7:13). | 

Dr. Theodor Reik, president of the Jewish 
Theological Seminary of America, wrote a 
book entitled Pagan Rites in Judaism — Sex 
Initiation, Mooncult, Tatooing, Mutilation and 
Other Primitive Rites. From this book we gain 
the impression that Judaism is a spiritual 
outlook and practice which arose among the 
Jews after the Babylonian captivity. 

The Encyclopedia of Jewish Religion tells us 
that ‘‘The character of latter-day Judaism was 
determined by...emergence of a strong 
mystical trend (Kabbalah and Zohar).’’ Zohar 
is described as ‘‘a mixture of theosophical 
theology, mystical psychology, anthro- 
pology, myth and poetry.’’ According to 
Webster’s Dictionary, mystic appertains to 
the occult, designating alchemy, magic, 


‘high priest, 


astrology, and the arts and practices involving 
the use of divination, incantation and magical 
formulas. These were the heathen practices of , 
ancient Babylon. 

Long after the return from Babylon, the 
Maccabean leader, John Hyrcanos, in 119 BC 
forced the Edomites, the descendants of 
Esau, to accept the religion of the Pharisees 
and the Babylonian Talmud. These Edomites 
began to interbreed with the Judahites to form 
the Judeans, the Jews. At the time of Jesus 
Christ the Romans had installed the Edomite 
Duke, Herod, as King of Judea, and even the 
Joseph Ben Ha Quy Yafa 
(Caiaphas) was an Edomite. John 11:53 
states: ““Then from that day they (the Jews) 
took counsel together for to put him (Jesus) to 
death. Jesus (a Galileean) therefore walked 
no more openly among the Jews.’ 

A long time later, in the 8th century AD a 
nation of Mongol Turks, the Khazars, 
accepted Phariseeism (Judaism) and adopted 
the Babylonian Talmud and, although 
not Semites and with no Israelite blood, drove 
out the sorcerers (shamans) and phallic 
worshippers and made their covenant with the 
Almighty and claimed to be the Chosen Race, 
destined to rule the world and all mankind. 
Their religion had been basically devil 
worship. (Read The Thirteenth Tribe by 
Arthur Koestler and Facts are Facts, the Truth 
about the Khazars by Benjamin Freedman). 

So many lies and deceits are being propa- 
gated by our press (largely under Khazar Jew 
control) and cinema and television (similarly 
controlled) to insinuate into our minds the 
corrupt sexual teaching of the Babylonian 
Talmud that the real truth is being suppressed. 
Books have been removed from bookshops 
and library shelves; lectures and reports 
removed from the archives by Khazar Jews 
and their dupes and agents in order to destroy 
all knowledge of the true history and identity 
of the White Race, so that it can be forced to 
interbreed with the Blacks, Browns and 
Yellows especially brought over here for that 
purpose. For the White Race — and particu- 
larly the North-Western European section of 
it, is the only race the Mongol Turk Khazars 
realy fear; it stands in the way of their hoped- 
for government and rule of the world. The 
universities of Oxford, Cambridge, Yale and 
Harvard began as Christian establishments; 
they have now come under the influence of 
Khazar Jews. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


Pathetically, the British talked for a while of their special relationship with the 
United States — even of ‘‘partnership.’’ They would not see that partnership is 
only possible between those more or less equal in power or wealth. A Britain 
stripped of its Empire could only be a client-kingdom. It could no more be a 
partner of the United States than Athens — or perhaps Macedon — could be a 


partner of Rome. Modern Britain, sheltering under the supposed willingness of 
the United States to undertake a nuclear war in defence of what Yalta has left 
of Europe, has sent each Prime Minister, cap-in-hand, to Washington since 


World War Il. 


Dr. PETER H: PEEL | 


British Public Opinion and the Wars of German Unification: 1864-1871 


SIR: It is interesting to note, in the midst of all 
the present weeping over terrorism, that no 
mention has been made of the original Middle 
East terrorists, the Irgun Zvai Leumi and the 


Stern Gang and their affiliates, who put 
bombs through the letter box of the British 
Colonial Office and elsewhere in this 
country, who tortured and slaughtered British 


soldiers and policemen who were only trying. 


to keep the peace between the Palestinian 
Arabs and the Jewish immigrants, who 
tortured, raped and slaughtered the Arab 
population of Palestine to drive them out of 
the land they had inhabited for nearly 2,000 
years, who murdered the British High Comm- 
issioner of Egypt, Lord Moyne. 

The Zionist-controlled governments of 
Britain and the United States have consist- 
ently refused to give-any justice to the Palest- 
inian Arabs and so the latter have been driven 
to adopt terrorism. If the governments of the 
USA, USSR and Britain had not handed Arab 
lands over to Mongol Turks pretending to be 
Israelites, there would be no Arab terrorism 
~ today. 

The governments of today are full of hypo- 
crites pretending to be statesmen and the 
churches are full of equally revolting hypo- 
crites pretending to be Christians. Look at the 
way these people, while condemning one 
terrorism, support another — the World 
Council of Churches sponsored terrorists to 
destroy the white ee of what was 
Rhodesia. 

Dr. E.L. Hilton wrote in his book The 
Peace Conference (pages 423 and 433): 
‘*Henceforth the world will be governed by 
the Anglo-Saxons who are, in turn, swayed 
by their Jewish elements.”’ 

Now we have the terrorists of the African 
National Congress, established by the Jew 
Joe Slovo, using violence to coerce the Negro 
people of South Africa to destroy white rule in 
that country — aided of course by the anti- 
white stiffs in the House of Commons. 

Yet the only kind of terrorism that the 
governments of Britain and the US seem to 
want to take action against is Arab terrorism! 

(Capt.) KENNETH R. McKILLIAM 
| . Lympne, Kent 
SIR: May I comment on ‘View from the 
mountain’ by Stanley Clayton-Garnett (June 
issue). | 


Mr. Clayton-Garnett implies in the article 
that the Norman Conquest was a good thing 
for this country, whereas I would submit it 
was one of the greatest disasters. However, 
before arguing this I would like to point out 
some errors of historical fact contained in the 
article. 

Firstly, the Anglo-Dane, Harold II 
Godwinson was not the son of Edward the 
Confessor but his son-in-law. Secondly, 
Henry IlI, 
Plantagenet, so the Plantagenet period began 
in 1154 and not with the accession of Edward 
I in 1272, as stated. Also, it did not end with 
the execution of Richard II in 1399 but with 
the death of Richard III of York at the Battle 


of Bosworth in 1485. 


The European printing press (as distinct 
from the Chinese one) was invented in the 
15th century and not in the 16th, and the 
commercial crisis of 1825 was not the ‘South 
Sea Bubble’; that was in 1720. 

With regard to the ill effects of the Norman 
Conquest, firstly let me say that it would 
never have succeeded had it not been for the 
disunity of the Saxon nobles. Thanks to their 
vacillation, William was able to crush resist- 
ance piecemeal, and this he proceeded to do 
with ruthless indiscrimination. He followed 
up this slaughter by the installation of the 
foreign feudal system (Surely there is a lesson 
here for Nationalists today!). 

The new system, with its armed mercen- 
aries in stone castles, was an ideal method of 
keeping the natives in order, and of course our 
native leaders were replaced by an alien 
monarchy and an alien aristocracy, involved 
in foreign wars for which the unfortunate 
English had to pay. It took 150 years for the 
nation to survive this, and almost 300 to 
outlive the alien official language. Then it 
took more than 41 centuries before we were 
able to throw off the alien ecclesiastical 


‘‘the first Angevin King’’, wasa 


authority the Normans imposed upon us. 

It is true that the Normans were basically of 
the same race as the Saxons and Danes and 
that they too became in due course English, 
but perhaps the worst outcome of the 
Conquest was that this country became 
severed from its natural relationship to Scand- 
inavia and North Germany and instead 
became involved in the disputes of Continen- 
tal Europe. 

Mr. Clayton-Garnett does mention one evil 
that followed on from the events of 1066, that 
of usury, regrettably still with us and now 
incomparably worse. The Jews were certainly 
unpopular, but as a footnote it is interesting 
that another people who came here as traders 
shortly after the Conquest were regarded with 
respect, admiration and affection. These were 
a folk from the Baltic lands whom the English 
called Easterlings. Later this was shortened to 
Sterlings. We paid them two great and lasting 
compliments: one for their fair trading 
methods, and this we did by naming our 
currency after them. The other was the 
adoption of the adjective ‘sterling’, which 
was also derived from the same source. 

PETER WILLIAMS 
Norwich 


SIR: I hate to peddle doom and gloom, 
But are you aware of the black baby boom? 
B. COUPE 
Bradford 


SIR: In view of the fact that the Austrian 
people have had the impertinence to elect a 
president not acceptable to Mr. Edgar Bronf- 
man, the World Council of Jewry, Rabbi 
Meir Kahane, et al, I wish to urge an immed- 
iate and total boycott of Austrian papayas, 
mangoes and bananas. They must be taught a 
lesson! 

(Dr. PETER. H. PEEL 

Reseda, Calif., U.S.A. 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00 (52p). An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 255pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40 
(98p). A sensational novel about the destruction of the 
‘white world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00 (22p). The race equality hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 70pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p (12p). The fact-filled pamphlet that 
ae the Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist frenzy. 
Pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40 (59p). A scientist applies 
clinical methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ 
and completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 
pP- 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95 
(34p). Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 
158pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATIỌN, 30p 

(13p). A reply to the notorious NUT race-mixing 

aS packed with facts and cogent argument. 1979, 
p. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p (12p). 

Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 

element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p (12p). Shows that racial integ- 
- ration is not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse 
is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart Gibb) £7.95 
(66p). A witty and factual examination of current attit- 
udes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00 (18p). 
A behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 


THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50 (£1.82)..This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America — and not simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50 (34p). 
The sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed Dis- 
possessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50 (34p). While the author repudiates any conspira- 
torial view of world events, he still provides a compre- 
hensive exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
95pp. 


PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95 (40p). An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but a whole network of organisat- 
ions and institutions, some publicly funded, co-ordinat- 
ing their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 


Here is the latest list of our books. The figures in 
brackets represent packing and postage charges. All 
orders with cash please. Cheques should be made 
out to BNP Book Service. 


thal) £13.00 (£1.82). The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p (12p)’ Text of a memorandum to the Royal Comm- 
ission on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
government by members of subversive or criminal organisat- 
ions for the purpose of furthering the interests of those organ- 
isations. 1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p (12p). Updates the above, giving details of 
the destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95 (£1.41). A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how liber- 
alism and lack of political realism brought about Britain’ s 
20th century decline in the political, industrial and mili- 
tary fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25 (18p). The defence counsel’s address to 
the jury in the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel for daring to 
question the Holocaust myth. A ringing defence of free 
enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00 (52p). An exposure of Roose- 
velt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever 
since it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
(59p). A study of some little known’state documents that 
throw much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50 (18p). An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00 (£1.41). A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations 


since biblical times, packed with little-known and long- . 


suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£2.50 (34p). An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 
war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 
Originally, published 1952, 128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION (Ben Klassen) 
£6.70 (98p). A controversial and hard-hitting book out- 
lining the author’s ideal of a new religion based on the 
right to survival of the white race. The author in present- 
ing his ideas on this matter makes it plain who represents 
the threat to white survival. 1973, 508pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ben Klassen) £6.70 
(98p). A companion volume to the same author’s 
Nature’s Eternal Religion in which he expands his concept 
of Creativity as the future religion of the white race’. 
1981, 451 pp. 


EXPANDING CREATIVITY (Ben Klassen) £4.20 
(52p). A selection of the best articles written by the 
author in his paper Racial Loyalty. 1985, 255pp. 
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BUILDING A WHITER AND BRIGHTER WORLD 
(Ben Klassen) £4.20 (52p). A follow-on from Expanding 
Creativity, containing a further selection of articles from 
later issues of Racial Loyalty. 1985, 270pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain that the above books by Ben 
Klassen are strongly critical of the Christian religion and that 
the many Christians we are glad to number among our 
customers will find much in these books to disagree. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50 (66p). Examines not only the ‘Holocaust’ 
but other topics involved in the Jewish Question, includ- 
ing the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwéod) 75p 
(34p). A scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of 
justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p (12p). A 
further well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ 
by the author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. 
Hoar) £15.00 (£1.41). One of the most serious and’ 
detailed accounts of financial manipulation ever pub- 
lished. From the time of the American Revolution to the 
present, we are given names, dates and facts. The 
material originally appeared in the journal American 
Opinion. 1984, 361 pp. 


THE TURNER DIARIES (Andrew MacDonald) 
£1.50 (34p). A powerful novel describing the fight-back 
of the white man in America. A futuristic fantasy that 
might not be so fantastic after all. 1980, 21 1pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00 (52p). Text of lecture by the author, a 
brilliant scholar, to New England rally for God, Family 
and Country in 1966. 76pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50 
(46p). A collection of articles and reviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 
375 pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00 (52p). A study of the purpose and function of polit- 
ical power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00 (75p). Thought-prov- 
oking essav on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey, accompanied by a review of 
the same work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00 (12p). Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25 
(56p). A former Canadian undercover police officer 
exposes the dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Comm- 
unists to misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to 
suppress free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00 (50p). An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. | 

THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00 (12p). Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. . 


THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffman II) £4.00 (50p). Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 22p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British Nat- 
ional Party fought the 1983 General Election. Entitled 
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Vote for Britain (23pp). 42p post-free from: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. | 


If only we were black... Leaflet produced by the Young 
Nationalists, the BNP youth division, and aimed prim- 
arily at Britain’s young people. Contrasts the way young 
Whites have been left on the scrapheap with the specially 
favoured treatment given to Britain’s coloured racial 
minorities. 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and ex- 


plains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on def- 
enceless people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


‘Handsworth, September 9th 1985 — where next? Up- 
to-date leaflet produced immediately following the 
Handsworth race riot and calling for repatriation. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views about race riots and multi-racialism and tell- 
ing them that if they answer affirmatively their place is 
with the British National Party. Features vivid picture of 
riot area in flames. 


Are you concerned about Scotland’s future? Leaflet 
specially produced for distribution in Scotland. Outlines 
BNP policies on main issues of interest to Scots. 


Bradford’s future — part of Yorkshire or part of 
Asia? Special leaflet for distribution in the racially trou- 
bled Bradford area. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs at 
£2.23 for 1,000, £2.65 for 2,000 and £3.10 for 3.000. 
Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. POSTERS 


Large posters (17.7in. x 25.2in) 


_ Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
‘us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 
Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
-in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
to be filled in that is appropriate to the occasion. Avail- 
able only to accredited BNP regional, branch or group 
Organisers. ; 
These large-size posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Estim- 
ate postage at weight of 20g for | poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in. x 17.7in.) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1985 riot photos. 
‘Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
. Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 
She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 
Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 
What’s happened to free speech? (with details of pros- 
ecutions against BNP activists for speaking out on 
race). With drawing of man with gag around mouth. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
CND are Moscow’s puppets. Don’t be fooled by them. 
Keep Britain’s bomb. Drawing of Soviet Army General 
manipulating nuclear disarmers on puppet strings. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


These posters contain the BNP name and address and 


POPULAR ITEMS FOR SALE 
(below) and posters (right) 


Cassette recordings 
For prices see above 


BNP Recordings 


RALLY ‘82 


BNE Recordings 
TYNDALL SPEAKS It 


SIDE 1 
Speeches by Charles Parker — 
and Ray Hill : 
SIDE 2 

Speech hy John Tyndall 


TYNDALL SPEAKS Iii 


logo in red, white and blue and are priced: 1-9 at 12p 
each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p 
each. Postage should be estimated on the basis of one 
poster weighing 10g. 

Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London.SE23 2LS. 


NEW B.N.P. STICKERS 

New stickers with sloagns:- 

Fight subversion: smash Communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster). 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster). 

Ban imports! (same as poster). 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster). 

Free speech under attack. (same as poster). 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster). 

Keep Britain’s bomb! (same as poster). 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster Brit- 
ish! 


Love the white race: protect its future! 
Abortion is child-murder: make it illegal! 
Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 
Get Britain out of the Common Market! 


_Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, 


white and blue. Price: £4 per 1,000 plus. 98p p&p. Orders 
with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 


Rally ‘82: Speeches from the BNP national rally in Lon- 
don on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 


Side 1: Speeches from the Nationalist Unity rally in Lon- 
don on September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford-Walker and others. 


Side 2: Talk by John Tyndall on the theme: *“The coming 


British Revolution” 
Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’’ 
(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). A 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘‘Britain’s economic crisis’’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on the theme of ‘*The case for Nationalism’’ 
(the internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of *‘Tragedy of the 20th Cen- 
tury (analysis of the Second World War). 

Tyndall speaks III: Two studio talks:- 


Side |: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Why we must repatriate’’. 


Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘ ‘Foundations of the national 
community’’ (Discourse on Racial Nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 18p p&p. Orders 
with cash to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free from PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE. 


B.N.P. SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party shield 
carved in wood and containing two crossed Union Jacks 
with the worlds *‘British National Party — for race and 


SHE FREEZES IN 
WINTER WHILE | 
THIRD WORLD GETS 
£1,000 MILLION 
AYEAR a. 


BNP Recordings 
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PUT BRITISH 


PEOPLE 
BEFORE ALIENS! 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY((—) 


Bex 446, London SE23 2LS 


nation’’. Ideal for your mantlepiece or wall. Available at 
£15 post-free. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG TAPE 
Containing 9 songs, including: Boys of the bulldog 
breed; Britain is my home; White men awake!; My 
skin is white; Sons of Britain; Britain is a white man’s 
land; Members of the BNP; Soldiers of the BNP and 
Dear Motherland. Available at £3.50 plus 66p p&p. 
Copies of lyrics sent with each order. Orders with cash to 
Plymouth BNP, PO Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


B.N.P. TIES, BOOKMATCHES, SELF- 
ADHESIVE STICKERS, BALL PENS, 


BEER MATS 


Smart navy-blue polyester neckties bearing the BNP 
roundel set over crossed Union Jacks and encircled by the 
party name and slogan: For race and nation. Available 
at £4.60 post-free. 


BNP round stickers bearing party logo with name and 
address. 2'2in diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected £4 per roll); 2in. diameter £4.25 per roll of 500 
(collected £3.85 per roll); diameter 12in. £3.25 per roll 
of 500 (collected £2.95 per roll). 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo, name and address: 
(1) with slogan: A new way forward for Britain; (2). 
with slogan: Stop the riots — peace through repatriat- 
ion; (3) with slogan: Smash the IRA — Keep Ulster 
British. £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p (collected £4.20 
per roll). Please note that these stickers can now be 
ordered in mixed batches totalling 500 but containing 
different varieties of sticker. 

BNP beer mats with party logo, name and address. 
Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 
— let’s rebuild Britain now. Ideal recruitment aid for. 
leaving in pubs or for Nationalist socials. Samples for £1 
or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 

BNP ball pens brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip. 
3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. Bulk 
rates for individual items on request. 


Orders with cash to Norwich BNP, PO Box 107, Norwich 
NR2 28R. 


B.N.P. PENS AND DIARIES 

Pens bearing the slogan ‘‘British National Party — for 
race and nation’’. Sample for 22p post-free.. 

1986 diaries available at 50p each or 40p each for 10 or 
over (post-free). 

Orders with cash to Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liverpool 
L69 8AJ. 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £4.50 per year. Obtain- 


, able from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: :PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


OPPOSE THE DISARMERS! 
BUILD UP OUR FORCES! 
eae 
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OUR OPPONENTS North of the Border just 
cannot get used to the idea that British Nation- 
alism has a big appeal in Scotland, and is 
gaining ground there possibly faster than in 
many parts of the South. BNP activities and 
growth in the region have excited sometimes 
quite hysterical reaction from the local media. 

The latest’ manifestation of this is a big 7- 
page special feature on ‘racism’ in Scotland 
printed in the Glasgow Evening Times,.a paper 
claiming a circulation of 600,000 — ext- 
tremely big for one read almost entirely in 
Scotland. The feature was printed last month 
and contained the screaming headline 
‘Racism: our hidden problem’’. 

Needless to say, the 7 pages concerned 
were not devoted in any way to a serious 
examination of racial issues, let alone to any 
fair exposition of the ‘racist’ argument. It was 
almost entirely given up to shock-horror-gasp 


ZIONISM AND THE 
CHRISTIAN CHURCH 


Reprint of very old booklet originally 


published by the Militant Christian 
Patriots (of Chancery Lane). Send 50p to 
G.H. Smith, 60 St. Peters Grove, Canter- 
bury CT1 2DJ. 


SUPPORT THESE 
FUNDS! 


THERE ARE THREE important funds currently being 
operated by the British National Party, all of which 


vitally need support in the immediate future. These are:- į 


GENERAL ELECTION FUND 


The BNP aims to contest a minimum of 20 
seats in the next General Election with a full 
back-up campaign that will cost at least 
£1,000 per seat — plus, if possible, 30 more 

‘seats so as to qualify the party for broadcast- 


ing time. In every area local funda are being 


launched for this purpose but we need in 
addition a national fund to supplement and, if 
necessary, underwrite these local funds. 
Please make cheques out to: British National 
Party General Election Fund: 


HEADQUARTERS FUND 


The BNP hopes this year to open a head- 
quarters office in the London area staffed by a 
full-time office manager. We need money to 
finance this vital project. Some has already 
been raised but much more is required. Please 
make cheques out to: British National Party 
Headquarters Fund. 


LEGAL DEFENCE FUND 


The Editors of Spearhead and its allied pub- 
lication British Nationalist are this month 
appearing in court on ‘race hate’ charges. 
Money is still needed to pay for their defence 
and, possibly, fines in the event of their being 
convicted. Please make cheques out to British 
National Party Legal Defence Fund. 


All monies should be sent to: PO Box 446, London 
-SE23 2LS. 
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On right: One of the hysterical headlines in 
the Evening Times special feature on 
‘racism’ in Scotland. The BNP was given 
big prominence in this report. 


scare stories of ‘racist incidents’ — all of 
course by white Scots against racial minority 
groups and not at all the reverse. Inside 
information: we have from our Scottish 
contacts tells us that in fact there are growing 
numbers of attacks by coloured gangs there 
upon Whites, usually of the most defenceless 
kind such as old ladies. The Evening Times, 
however, was not interested in these and a 
reading of it would lead to the impression that 
no such incidents ever occurred! 

The equivalent of one page of the feature 
was given up to the Scottish BNP and in 
particular to Glasgow Organiser Eric Brand, 
who was referred to as the *‘disciple of hate.’’ 
Very cunningly and deceitfully, a large 
picture of Mr. Brand was placed, not on the 
page reporting his and his party’s activities 
and views, but on another page directly 
beside a report listing cases of racial attacks, 
abuse and harrassment. Of course, we know 
that the mass media North of the Border is 
under the control of just the same people as 
South of it, and we expect this kind of lying 
and distorted reporting. 

Nevertheless, the Evening Times feature, 
like a recent TV broadcast similarly slanted, 
meant massive publicity for the BNP in 
Scotland and was an indication of how 
seriously the party is nowadays being taken 
there. 

The BNP will be holding a major rally in 
Scotland on the nearest Saturday to St. 
Andrew’s Day, namely November 29th. This 
promises to be a really exciting event. Parties 
from England will be travelling up on the day. 
If you want to go, start saving now! | 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 24p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £1.20 plus 34p post 

25 copies £2.70 plus 98p post 

50 copies £4.80 plus £1.82 post 
100 copies £8.40 plus £2.23 post 


150 copies £12.00 plus £2.44 post 
200 copies £15.00 plus £2.65 post 
300 copies £21.00 plus £2.80 post 
400 copies £26.40 plus £3.10 post 
500 copies £32.00 )Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 )by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British Nat- 
ionalist totally separate from other corres- ` 
pondence in order avoid confusion and delay. 
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IN THIS MAGAZINE there occur from time 
to time articles and reports which reflect 
unfavourably on some sections of the 
racial minorities in Britain, such as facts 
about crime, rioting, etc. These facts, and 
any opinions that are expressed in 
connection with them, are intended to 
persuade our readers of the failure of 
multi-racialism, not to encourage anyone 
to express hatred against members of 
racial minority groups. We oppose this 
hatred because it is entirely counter- 
productive and diverts attention from the 
real issue, which is that native British 
Whites and coloured immigrants should 
be SEPARATED — in the interests of both. 
There are a number of members of racial 
minorities who agree with us in this view, 
and we welcome their co-operation in 
achieving our common goal, which is 
peaceful and humane repatriation or 
resettlement of racial minorities in 
countries overseas. 

We are fully aware, when we make refer- 
ence to anti-social behaviour by racial 
minority members, that there is much 
anti-social behaviour also by native 
Whites, for instance football hooliganism, 
which is a mainly white phenomenon. 
When this anti-social behaviour by Whites 
occurs, we condemn it as much as we 
condemn similar behaviour by coloureds. 
Just as we feel it legitimate, however, to 
point out that football hooliganism is a 
form of behaviour for which Whites are 
mainly responsible, so we also maintain it 
to be legitimate, when racial minorities are 
implicated in certain forms of anti-social 


or criminal behaviour out of proportion to 


their numbers, to report this frankly and to 
discuss its implications for Britain’s 
future. 

In conclusion, we urge all those who 
feel angered by the results of the multi- 
racial experiment not to vent their anger 
upon innocent members of racial 
minorities, but to join with us in taking 
lawful political action to oppose the polit- 
icians who have created the problem. 


SACKED — JUST FOR BEING A 
NATIONALIST 


LEWISHAM BOROUGH COUNCIL, one 
of London’s notoriously left-wing municipal 
bodies, last month carried out a typically 
vicious piece of victimisation against one of 
its long-standing employees. Malcolm 
Skeggs, employed by the Council as a librar- 
ian for 24 years without a blemish on his 


character, was given the sack. The reason?. 


Mr. Skeggs is a member of the British 
National Party and the Manager of its book 
section, the BNP Book Service. 

The sacking is believed to have been 
brought about by pressure from NALGO 
trade union. It was strongly opposed by the 
chief executive of the Council, who wrote a 
30-page report testifying in Mr. Skeggs’ 
defence and citing his excellent record as a 
Council employee. He had done nothing 
whatever to warrant dismissal but was simply 
_ on the Council’s blacklist as a ‘known racist’. 

Lewisham Council, however, are not 
going to get away with it that easily. The 
latest news is that a widespread strike in 
support of Mr. Skeggs is threatened by his co- 
workers. Said Mr. John Collins, Lewisham 
branch secretary of NUPE: ‘‘The mood 
among our members is very angry. I believe 


BNP leadership: 
contingency plan 


This is to inform all British National 
Party members that, in the event of my 
going to prison as a result of pending race 
charges, RICHARD EDMONDS has been 


appointed Acting Leader of the party for 


the duration of my absence. As such, he 
will have full executive powers in accord- 
ance with our Constitution. Please give 
him your fullest loyalty and co-operation. 

JOHN TYNDALL 
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industrial action is a very real possibility.” 

Mr. Skeggs will be appealing against his 
dismissal in an industrial court. In the 
meantime he is just one more patriot out of a 
job because of his political convictions. How 
lucky we are to live in ‘free democratic’ 
Britain! 


David Owens 
released on bail 


DAVID OWENS, Leeds Organiser of the 
British National Party, has been released 
from prison on bail pending an appeal against 
his conviction at Leeds Crown Court for 
distributing material liable to cause ‘race 
hatred’, i.e. material opposing the coloured 
invasion of Britain. 

Mr: Owens had served one month of a two- 
month sentence on this charge. His appeal is 
not expected to come to court for several 
months. In the meantime he has lost his job as 
a result of his conviction and imprisonment, 
this being an especially bad blow in a high 
unemployment area, where it will be difficult 
to find alternative work. Mr. Owens has a 
wife and one small child to support. 


FOOTBALL CHALLENGE 


STOKE-ON-TRENT BNP football team 
challenge any other BNP branch to a game, 
either at home, away or before a forthcoming 
rally. If interested, please contact Stoke BNP 
at address on this page. 


B.N.P. SUBS: The party is shortly about to delete 


from its membership lists all those whose subs. 


have not been paid beyond 1984. If you are one 
of these and want to remain a member, please 
get your money in quickly! 
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Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 
NORTH LONDON 

PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, Hackney, 
London E8 4HH 

WEST LONDON 

PO Box 33, Greenford, Middx. UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


. Bromley 


PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


DEVON & CORNWALL 
PO Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ 


EAST ANGLIA (NORTH) 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


WORCESTERSHIRE 
51 Park-Lane, Kidderminster DY 11 6TE 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ 
MANCHESTER 

PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
YORKSHIRE 

Leeds & Bradford 

PO Box 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
Wakefield 

PO Box 42, Wakefield 


Hull 


PO Box 58, Hull HU6 7HR 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Devizes (Wilts), Brierley 
Hill (W. Midlands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, 
Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Halifax and Shef- 
field. If you want to make contact with any of 
these units, or start a new unit, please write to 
Party Head Office at: PO Box 446, London SE23 
2LS. 
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THE HIDDEN FACTS BEHIND 
RATE DEMANDS 


DONALD NEALE shows how the house-owner is in 


IN THE FURORE OVER RATES, the 
critical element is being obscured and 
overlooked. That is the level of local 
government debt and the burden of debt 
charges. 

It may come as a shock to readers in Edin- 
burth and Lothian to learn how much of their 
rates simply vanish into the financial system 
to pay for loans which banks create out of 
nothing in the first place. 

Local government finances are inevitably 
complicated but, simply put, the relationship 
between rate income and debt charges is as 
shown:- 


bondage to the usurers 


pay the debt charges in fact! The balance 
came mainly from government grants (30 per- 
cent) and rents, fees, charges, etc. (36 per- 
cent). 

It is bad enough that so much of ratepayers’ 
earned income goes on debt charges instead 
of on services. Businessmen and public 
service workers can no doubt work out for 
themselves what better use they could make 
of such funds. But what is much worse is that 
they are paying back real money to the bank- 
ing system, the original source of the loans, in 
return for financial credits generated out of 
nothing. Least the veracity of that statement 


to make it real. While a very substantial’ 
proportion of that capacity lies unused in the __ 


form of unemployed human skills and 


productive machinery of all kinds, the arbit- 


rary cuts in housing, education, health and 
social services are unnecessary and intoler- 
able. Ycur graphic reports and editorial about 
the appalling state of housing in Scotland 
epitomise the anti-social nature of the oppres- 
sive financial system. 

However the rate burden is shifted around, 
no real relief is possible until there is much 
wider appreciation of the nature of money and 
the origins of public debt. The suggested poll 
tax, for example, would merely replace one 


Year Outstanding Debt charges Total rate Percentage of form of unfair taxation with another. The 
debt £m. £m. income £m. district rate oross loan debt of UK local authorities 

3 outstanding in 1982 (latest figures available) 
EDINBURGH DISTRICT COUNCIL : was no less than £41,607 millions and the 
ae oe i si 141.4 annual debt charge was £4,334 millions. For 
1982-83 335 “Ag 32 131.3 a population of some 55 million, that is 
1983-84 316 38 37 102.7 roughly £750 of debt per capita and £80 per 
LOTHIAN REGIONAL COUNCIL | Capita per annum in debt charges. ? 
1981-82 321 47 213 22.5 This article was first written as a letter to The 
1982-83 . 346 47 193 24.8 Scotsman newspaper in March 1985, and then 
1983-84 372 48 167 28.7 reprinted in On Target, 26 Meadow Lane, 


These figures are not disclosed within the 
‘information’ leaflets circulated with the rates 
demand notices, although there is obviously a 
case that they should be. I am indebted to 
officials within the respective Finance 
Departments for their help and guidance in 
extracting them. The position with other 


=- district and regional authorities may well be 


comparable. 

Lest incredulity affect readers who imagine 
their rates finance the district, it should be 
pointed out that, for example in 1983-84, 
only 29.4 per-cent of the district’s total 
income came from ratepayers, just enough to 


Send 25p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS x 


Page twenty 


be disputed, I quote but two authorities from 
many:- 


‘‘Banks act as creators of money.” (Professor 
Alan Day in The Economics of Money). 


‘‘Banks create credit. It is a mistake to suppose 

` that bank credit is created to any important extent 

by the payment of money into the banks.’ (Ency- 

clopaedia Britannica under ‘Banking and Credit’, 

current edition). 

There is absolutely no valid reason why the 
banks should enjoy a monopoly of credit 
creation when the sole raison d’etre for it 
resides in society’s physical capacity to 
produce goods and services to realise it, i.e. 


Find out about the British National Party 
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Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6TD, to which public- 
ation we are indebted for bringing it to our atten- 
tion. 


Ponderable quote 


Part of the decline of a ruling class is its 
inability to recognise its enemies, when it 
does not actually prefer them to its friends. 

MALCOLM MUGGERIDGE 
Sunday Telegraph Magazine 


BIRTHDAY? Wondering what to get someone for 
a birthday present? Why not a sub to our maga- 
zine? Rates on page 15! 


Printed and published by Albion Press, ioul SE23 2LS 
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